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PREFACE
TO

THE FIRST VOLUME.

It is the author's first duty, in committing this second edition

to the pubUc, to thank those kindly and sympathetic critics who
have not only encouraged him by general approbation, but

sought to improve the book by many corrections and sugges-

tions. Similar obligations are due too even to the most adverse

reviewers, who, while they have said many unjust things, have

generally been able to lay their fingers on some distinct blot.

Wherever manifest mistakes were thus pointed out, whether

from good will or the reverse, they have been corrected. But

it is well to say a word here on points which are maintained

against the critics, if it were only to show respect to the

strictures of learned men not here adopted. Many notes are

added in each volume, indicating materials which have since

accrued for the study of particular authors, and which could

not conveniently be embodied in the text.

An incautious reader of reviews might have imagined this

book to be the work of a paradoxical person, who despised the

existing lights, and set up his own, often crude, opinions against

all authority. Nothing could be further from the truth. It was

rather from a wide and laborious survey of the recent literature

in this field, that opinions were gathered and set down without

any pretence to originality, which appeared new to those who
had never searched for them. Unlike the lot of other authors

in the same field, who fret over their unrecognised or refuted

claims to originality, it was my fortune to have far too much
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ascribed to me, when I was really selecting from and supporting
what the learning or the acuteness of others had discovered.

The reason of this is not far to seek. While it is a usual

fashion among authors to affect the modesty of concealing their

personal opinions—a fashion very convenient for those who have
no personal opinions, or who are afraid to state them—it is

surely far more honest, and more modest too, that in disputed

questions a man should label the opinion he adopts, not as

an universal truth, but as that which he himself has preferred.

Thus, when a critic stated that I had been '

unfair to Pindar,' this

is itself unfair in the face of the statement
(i. p. 225), 'I am

bound to say that they (the critics) show a general agreement
against the view I have taken of the poet's position in his age.'
What more could be expected than that an author should warn
his readers not to accept what he said as more than a particular
conviction? This personal element in a book has surely its

value as well as its weakness.

Passing to more definite criticisms, it may be observed, in

answer to those who complained of the omission of Plutarch and
Lucian, while Apollonius Rhodius and Babrius were included,
that a History of Greek Classical Literature was promised, and
nothing more. If, therefore, any classical author had been

omitted, it would be a decided defect. But if a few poetical
autliors outside that category were added, the reader only got
more than his bargain, and had no reason to grumble. The
l)rinciple on which these few authors were added was this very
distinct one : that they are read for their form's sake, and are
so far classical.

So also the division into poets and prose writers, one now
general in Germany, was adopted not merely for its intrinsic

value, but to enable each volume to stand alone, and be sold

separately. The few repetitions complained of were for this

reason unavoidable, and appear, moreover, to have been of

special service to those who could find out no more serious
faults.

This last advantage also belongs to the spelling of Greek
proper names, in which everyone attempts some compromise,
and no one satisfies his neighbour. Censures on this liead are
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therefore of little importance, unless the method adopted pro-
duces ambiguity and confusion. And now at last we see our

way to a settlement of this vexed question, by means of the

new pronunciation of Latin. It is hardly possible that the

English schools will keep up the old absurdities of Greek pro-
nunciation

;
but even if they do, our obvious course is to print

our Greek names in Latin orthography, and tell our readers

to pronounce them as they pronounce Latin. Thus we shall

banish from our classical books such monstrous forms as

Aischulos, Lukourgos, &e., which represent no known utterance,

and have no earthly claim to respect or endurance. Had the

adoption of new Latin speaking been already universal, I

should now have gone back to the Latin orthography of Greek

names. In a few years let us hope that no other course will

even seem tolerable.

It is worth recording as a curious fact, that there is hardly
a chapter, or indeed a general feature in these volumes, which

has not been by some praised as their strongest, by others

censured as their weakest point. This applies, for example, to

the bibliographical notes, which the special student of any one

author often found defective, while the general student, who

sought starting points for study, found them of great assistance.

Of course they could not be, and were not meant to be, com-

plete. They only professed to give the reader some idea of what

amount of special literature he would find on each great Greek

writer, and those works were specially selected which would at

once give him fuller information when he turned to them.

Much additional matter of this kind has been added
;
but even

now the critics may possibly find more than one omission of

the name of some learned editor, whose repute, like some very
loud voices, has not reached so far as might be judged from

the noise it made close around him.

The student who desires general directions on the whole

subject, is referred (as was done in my former edition), for

general sketches of the whole course of Greek literature, to

Miiller and Donaldson's ' Greek Literature
'

(if he can procure

it), a work of genius on Miiller's part, of vast erudition on
Donaldson's. There are also easily accessible, in French,
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E. Bournouf's book, in German, Munk's and Nicolai's, the latter

particularly useful for its bibliography, and Mr. Jebb's Primer,

Avhich gives a good chronological index. The larger and deeper

books are partial or unfinished : Bernhardy's and Bergk's

Histories, the former on all the poets, the latter (as yet) on

the Epic authors
;
Patin on the Greek tragedians and Meineke

on the comedians, Klein {Gcsch. des Dramas) on both. Since

my first edition appeared, the Fragments of the Old Comedy
have been splendidly re-edited by Th. Kock. I will speak

of the principal authorities on Greek jorose authors in the

Preface to the Second Volume.

From all these I have borrowed freely, and far more than

can possibly appear from special acknowledgments. There

must be added those numerous and invaluable periodicals in

which the Germans and French prosecute philological discovery :

the Transactions and Proceedings of the many Academies—
Berlin, Leipzig, Munich, Goltingen, Vienna, &c.

;
the Philologus,

Neue Jahrbiicher, Hermes, Bursian's Jahresbericht, the Rhein.

Museum, the Revue Critique, Journal des Savants, &c., &c.,

as well as the many Programs, with which the press of Germany
teems. For it is not enough now-a-days to know the texts

thoroughly, or even the standard commentaries. The histo-

rian must take account of the theories of many specialists, who
ventilate them in monographs, or in scattered articles through-
out various journals. It is only those who have attempted to

put together and systematise such materials, who will make due

allowance for the mistakes and the inconsistencies, sometimes

real, which cannot but creep into so vast a scheme. The exist-

ence of such defects may surely be predicted, and should be

condoned. It is only their number and quality which can make
them the object of fair censure. To delay the publication of

this work until all such flaws were removed, would be to post-

pone it, if not indefinitely, at least till some remote period, and
to sacrifice any freshness or vigour it possesses for no certain

equivalent.

Homeric Literature in England has since been enriched

by Mr. D. B. Monro's Homeric Grammar, his article Homer in

the Encyclopa:dia Brita/uiica, and by an attack on Prof Sayce's
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Appendix to this volume, to which Mr. Sayce has replied
—

both in the Journal of Philology. As regards the general

review in the Homer, there is nothing special to remark about it,

save that the author has regarded Nutzhorn's book as of greater

authority than it deserves. This is specially the case in the

criticism of the legends about the Peisistratic Commission,
which he is disposed to reject, as having no basis in fact. But

on all critical questions Mr. Monro expresses himself with an

amount of caution which precludes decided views. In his con-

troversy with Mr. Sayce he adopts the more conservative view

of the antiquity of the poems, even in language, whereas Mr.

Sayce is tending more and more to become a disciple of

]\Ir. Paiey, and to assert the Periclean age as that in which our

Homer assumed its present form. Mr. Paley has himself added

another tract to his many declarations on the subject. He has

unwittingly classed me among the old conservatives, whereas

the view deliberately preferred in this book is that which

attributes a moderate antiquity to the completed poems. But I

still think the seventh century B.C. nearer the mark than the

fifth, though the traces of an Attic recension are very deep and

often startling.

The decisions of recent German criticism havebeen distinctly

in ISIr. Sayce's direction, though I am glad to see that in a recent

remarkable transcription of some of the Iliad into its supposed
older or ^olic form, Aug. Fick, while holding the present text

to be a Mtschmasch, does not place the recasting of it later than

700 B.C., so far agreeing with me. The real points of issue

between Mr. Sayce and me are this question of date (700 or

450 B.C. for the recension), and also whether the recasting was

only linguistic, or affected the plan and substance of the poems.
He thinks it must have done both, but has so far failed to per-

suade me.

I add a few notes on other authors by way of supplement.
The first scrap of an actual MS. of Sappho, though but

a scrap, has found its way last year from Egypt to Berlin (cf.

Blass' interesting account in the Rheiii. Mus. xxxv. p. 287, sq.).

This raises strange hopes that we may yet recover an unique
treasure in Greek Literature.
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In discussing the choric art of Pindar, I should have men-

tioned the curious theory propounded as regards his odes, in

connection with those of /Eschykis, by R. Westphal {Prolegg. zu

yEsch. Trag. 1 869). This theory has been further expanded and

strongly asserted in the case of Pindar by Mezger in his Ger-

man Commentary on Pindar (Leipzig, 1880). It has received

very little attention in Germany, none in England, even in the

most recent studies on Pindar, and is nevertheless well worthy

of further examination. Westphal asserts that both Pindar and

yEschylus (discounting his amoebean connnoi) composed their

odes on the plan of the Terpandrian nome (cf. below, p. 168).

If so, the full form of the ode was as follows : first, a Trpoolijwv

(or £7r«|0x")> passing into the upx^'i d-nrupxa of Pollux). This

was followed by the icuruTpoiru, which introduced, as a transition

piece, the oijcpuXoc; or main body of the hymn, in which (in

Pindar's case) we always find a mythical narrative. A second

transition, the /xeracararpoTra, corresponding closely to the

KUTUTpuna, leads to the (T(f>payic, and the ode ends with the

iV/Xoyoc. Pindar occupies his a/^x" and aippayiq with the

praise of the victor and his family, and the transition move-

ments contain some personal remark, often repeating the same

metaphor, and in the same words, by way of index. Thus the

full Pindaric or ^schylran ode might be compared in its

grouping to that of the pediments of the Greek temples, which

decrease symmetrically, so that the several members correspond

according to their respective distances from the great figures in

the centre. The correspondences of Greek art dispose us to

consider this attractive theory very seriously, especially as both

Pindar and ^schylus certainly do not bind themselves (like

Euripides and Sophocles) to the divisions of strophe and anti-

strophe in the viattcr of their odes. The end of a strophe is

often with them no halting-point in either the construction or

the sense. But if this was more than a mere license, if it was a

])rinciple to divide their odes differently, is it not strange that

they should universally have adopted a strophic form calculated

to mislead and bewilder the hearer ? Why should the rythm of

the figures of the dance have violated the deeper meaning of

the poem ? This appears to me an
'

unanswered difficulty,
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though it is quite true that the later poets were far more
obedient to the form indicated by responsive verses In addi-

tion to this formal objection, it may be argued against Mezger,
in the case of Pindar, that the members do not correspond in

length, the li^\l<i and afpayic, for example, being seldom of

equal compass. This is a serious objection in a symmetrical
work of art, whose very beauty consists in its symmetry. Lastly,

when we come to Mezger's analysis of individual odes, we find

the seven members hardly ever clearly marked, and in most of

them some subordinate member omitted. These mutually
corroborative objections are decisive against accepting the

theory without further support, even if the speculations he

hazards on the central thought of each ode were not as vague
and uncertain as those of his predecessors. The strength of the

theory is best seen in 01. vi., where his division happens nearly
to coincide with the atrophic arrangement, viz. Trpooifi., 1-7 ;

cfpayic, 78-IOO; yueracctr., "Jl-y j (]fi(pa\6c, 29-70; Karap^fi,

22-8; «PX"' 8-21; firiKoy., 100-5.
In the case of JEschylus, the speculations of Westphal will

be read with great profit, as often suggesting an underlying

idea, which explains apparent neglect of strophic form. I have

added a note to the chapter, pointing out the general lines of

this theory. As regards the bibliography of both ^schylus
and Sophocles, general editions are so much more common, if

we except the Agamemnon, than special commentaries on single

plays, that their bibliography is placed at the conclusion. The

larger compass of Euripides has made editions of single plays,

in his case, the general rule, and accordingly the best editions

are specified under each. This will account for an apparent

inconsistency, which may thus be fairly vindicated.

Another question as regards the estimate of Sophocles' art

has been raised by my acute but superficial critic in the Atlantic

Monthly (November 1880). He has picked out an apparent

inconsistency in the criticisms of the CEdipus Rex and Antigone
of Sophocles, compared with the praise of ^schylus' chief

merits in tragedy. Though my statements were fairly open to

his censures, the idea suggested was nevertheless true and im-

portant. Hamlet and Orestes are far grander tragic figures
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than CEdipus or Antigone. For in the former the very cha-

racter of the actor, as well as his acts, is part of the problem,
and he is placed between conflicting obligations, each of them

holy and awful, to choose his alternative. In Sophocles, on
the other hand, we have the very obvious problem of a lofty

character, with an independent free-will, knowing how to per-
form an act of duty, in spite of tragic difficulties. CEdipus
is no doubt a nobler personage than Orestes, but by no means
so tragic a character. His story shocks us with the odious

tyranny of destiny, while that of Orestes exalts us to speculate
on great ethical world-problems.

Many corrections have been introduced into the account of

the Comic Fragments from the edition of Theodor Kock, as

well as from some valuable private communications, for which I

here return him my sincere thanks. This edition has received

similar help from Prof. Le\vis Campbell as regards the MSS. of

Sophocles, and in many places my own studies have taught me
to modify or emend what was amiss.

Trinity College, Dublin :

November 1882.
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HISTORY
OF

GREEK LITERATURE.

CHAPTER I.

INTRODUCTION.

§ I. It has been the usual practice with historians of Greek

Literature to begin with a survey of the character and genius of the

race, the pecuhar features of the language, and the action which

physical circumstances have produced upon the development
of all these things. In the case of many German books these

discussions are so long and so vague that the student is wearied

before he arrives at a single fact in literature. It is furthermore

necessary for the proper understanding of generalities that the

reader should be intimate with the details which are postponed
to a later part of the book. This appears to me so unprac-

tical a method that I have abandoned it, and will not attempt

any broad survey of the subject in a work devoted to the dis-

cussion of details, except in immediate connection with these

details. In the present day, when so much is taught, and talked,

and read about Greek history and art and poetry, the readers of

such a book as this cannot but have enough acquaintance with

the subject to permit them to dispense with any general intro-

duction.

§ 2. When we come to inquire what were the earliest pro-

ducts of Greek Literature, we turn of course to Greek poetr)',

VOL. I. B

/ /



2 HISTORY OF GREEK LITERATURE. CH. i,

for it is a well-known law of human progress, that long
before the discovery or use of writing, and long before men
care to read or hear simple prose statements, they delight in

rythmical song, which strikes their imagination with greater

force, and is more easily retained in their memory. This may
be seen among us in the education of children, who pass in a

few years through successive stages not unlike those of human-

ity at large in its progress from mental infancy to mature

thought. We know that little children can be taught to repeat

and remember rimes long before they will listen to the simplest

story in prose. We must therefore expect to find the earliest

efforts among the Greeks in their poetry. This is of course

the case, and the poems of Homer and Hesiod are mani-

festly older, even as they stand, than any other books the

Greeks have left us. For though we should concede to certain

modern sceptics that the arrangement, or bringing into large

unities, of these poems was not completed till pretty late in

their history
—even this extreme theory must admit and re-

quire that the fjiaieriah of the poems, the short lays from

which they were put together, are older than any other species

of Greek literature. It must also be admitted that the num-
ber and extent of these shorter poems, which may have been

worked into what we call Homer, was very considerable, and
that only a very small portion of this literature has been trans-

mitted to us.

When, therefore, we go back as far as we can, in our search

for the earliest specimens of Greek poetry, we find ourselves in

the presence of a very large body of what is called Epic poetry,
all of which in early days passed under the name of Homer.
The noblest and best of this poetry is in the opinion of all

critics, ancient and modern, the Iliad
;
a poem of great length,

of a definite plan and purpose, and composed with a perfect

mastery both of style and language. The characters are pretty

consistently drawn, and our general impression of the whole

work suggests (a) that its author was one master hand, using
both the legends of his people, and his own studies in human

nature, to produce a dramatic picture not since surpassed
or perhaps equalled. If this be so, we may safely assert, that
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such a piece of work cannot be the first hesitating attempt of

any people, however gifted, at literary composition.
But throughout the various shorter episodes of which the

Iliad may be composed, there is such a harmony in the drawing
of the various heroes who appear on the scene, that {b) even if

one great master did not sketch them all, they must have been

recognised types, which had long since assumed a definite and

fixed shape for a school or series of poets, each of whom was

able to express this type with adequate consistency. Either

theory implies long and gradual preparation, many lesser

attempts which have failed, and many faulty pictures which have

disappeared, because they departed from the once fixed and re-

cognised features of known characters.

§ 3. The ambitious and elaborate structure of these epics

will clearly appear when we come to discuss them more

fully in detail. It is here sufficient to insist that such com-

positions can in no wise represent the first attempts of the

nation to frame a literature. In all the other fine arts, which

the Greeks cultivated with equal success, they began with rude

and even childish efforts, which possessed no beauty, and were

evidently the work of artists who had as yet obtained but

little control over the material with which they worked. We
have still remaining archaic specimens of architecture and of

sculpture, which strike us as almost ludicrous ; nor do the

various accounts of early painting and music handed down to us

leave a shadow of doubt that these arts went through a similarly

gradual development. The use of harmony in music was a

late discovery, after many generations had been content with

an accompaniment played note for note with the voice. The

laws of perspective were not made out and introduced into

painting until the exigencies of theatrical scene-painting had re-

acted upon the higher branches of the art. Thus everywhere

in the history of Greek culture we find the same rude begin-

nings and gradual growth in grace and power. It is only a

false and random metaphor when older critics speak of epic

poetry springing like Athene full grown and in panoply from

the brain of a single Homer.
B 2
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§ 4. But if the Iliad is far too great and too perfect for a

first attempt in literature, its vast superiority over what went

before is, on the other hand, the main cause of our being so badly
informed about earlier and ruder efforts. When any people are

feeling their way in art, it is but natural that the first work of

real genius should eclipse and supersede all its rivals, so as to

become the model for succeeding ages. The great popu-

larity and thorough nationality of Homer not only made him

supplant earlier epics, but even made epic poetry supplant the

earlier and simpler forms of poetry which had existed among
the people ;

and so for some generations in Greek literature we
hear of nothing but epic poets, hexameter verse, and legendary

subjects.

§ 5. Yet there can be no doubt that the earliest forms of

song among the Greeks, as among all other people, were not

epic but lyric. The very Linus song mentioned by Homer,
and the choral dances accompanied by singing, as well as the

vintage songs, and other such national poetry
—all these were

distinctly of a lyric character. There is no reason to believe

that these, though eclipsed by the splendour of epic poetry, ever

ceased to exist, and we must rather conceive that the feelings

of the common people satisfied themselves in these songs,
while the nobles sat in state at their feasts, and even paid
a bard to compose and recite the praise of gods and men.
But it was not till this more artificial and elaborate school had

worked itself out along with the society which produced and
fostered it, it was not till the old aristocracies and kingdoms had
broken down, and the epic poets became shallow and pedantic,
that the lyric instincts began to assert themselves in literature

Then it was that great men went back to the people, who
alone can originate a really fresh and lasting current in poetry,
and borrowed from them the various forms of iambic, elegiac,

and lyric proper which form the so-called lyric age of poetry in

Greece.

It is a great and general mistake to set down this lyric

poetry as the invention or product of a later age ;
it is merely

the revival, and the drawing from obscurity, of the oldest

form of Greek national song, modified and varied no doubt by
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literary genius, but with its root deep-set in the hearts of the

people.
'

When in process of time this lyric poetry became in its turn

frigid and over-wrought, when it passed into the pay of despots

or Olympic victors, and the people felt the want of some more

national literature, the great poets of Athens again went back

to the people. They adopted from the rude merry-makings of

Dionysus and the boisterous vintage-feasts the popular elements

of dramatic poetry, which when ennobled by the heritage of

epic and lyric forms took its place as the last and perhaps the

greatest branch in the rich growth of Greek national life. For

from this day onward, and with a reading public, a national efface-

ment and decay, a political ruin, a social decadence made parti-

cularism and not nationalism the feature of Greek poetry. Yet

even when the centre of gravity of Greek culture had passed

from Hellas to the East, Theocritus and his school found in

Sicilian pastoral life a pure vein of gold, which has made

his bucolics, written among the bookworms of the sandhills

of Egypt, an independent and fresh development in Greek

Literature. These songs had existed in the uplands of Sicily,, as

we know, for centuries. They had attracted the genius of th^

great Stesichorus, who had treated some of their pastoral stories

with his elaborate art. But the day of bucoHc poetry had not

come, or rather the great lyric outburst was just then carrying

with it all the higher spirits of the nation
;
and so the attempt

of Stesichorus, though known and approved, did not find any
followers.

§ 6. This brief sketch of the periods of Greek poetry is

drawn here only so far as to make it appear that all the so-

called new kinds of verse, all the revolutions in taste which are

so definite and plainly dated in Greek literary history, were

simply reversions to the only true and pure source of inspiration

in old days
—the untutored songs of the people. It is in the

' This reasonable theory, based on the nature of things, and supported

by good scholars, such as Theodor Bergk, is rejected by Bernhardy {Hist.

Lit. vol. ii. pp. 576, 589, 602) merely because he thinks our positive

evidence for it insufficient. I feel bound to note his disapproval, though it

does not shake my conviction.
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nature of any cultivated school of poetry to grow gradually

more laboured and artificial, until at last it ceases to appeal to

the public taste, and becomes a mere exercise and amusement

for the student and for learned audiences. This was plainly

the case wth the later epic poets who were called Cyclical, and

whose laboured accounts of the wars of gods, giants, and by-

gone men, roused the ire and fed the satire of Xenophanes

and his contemporaries. It is perhaps not so easily proved,

and will not be so readily admitted, that the lyric poetry of

Pindar and Simonides, which was eclipsed by the rise of

tragic poetry, showed plain traces of the same defects. The

epitaphs of Simonides are indeed very strikmg, clear, and

devoted to great national subjects ; but these can hardly be

called a separate school of poetry, and were written with equal

beauty and effect by many poets not exclusively lyric. What

really damaged the national position of Simonides, with all his

merits, was the feeling that he was a poet for pay—a poet of

courts and despots, at a time when courts and despots were

rapidly passing out of all favour and becoming the objects of

a great national hate. The poetry of Pindar laboured under

the same disadvantages. He celebrated, indeed, victories at

the national games, but celebrated them for pay, and was

ready to write for pay in honour ofanybody
—of Sicilian tyrants

or Corinthian courtesans. There was, moreover, strongly

marked in Pindar's poetry another quality, which we do not

meet in the extant fragments of Simonides, and which heralds

the decadence of lyric poetry
—I mean that obscurity and

elaborate richness which made him quite unintelligible to

the masses. Literary men studied him, and admired him for

these bold and daring flights ;
but the mass of the Greek public

had forgotten him and laid him aside in the very next genera-

tion, as we hear from Cratinus. Of course lyric poetry could

not die in a moment
;
but even as epic poetry had been

transformed rather than destroyed in the odes of Stesichorus

and Pindar, and in the dialogues of tragedy, so lyric poetry

passed into the humbler sphere of being the handmaid of the

drama, and filling up the gaps in the action of the piece.

Whatever purely l)Tical drama and dithyrambs existed were
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never successful, and have left only faint traces in the history
of literature.

§ 7. The later fortunes and decay of tragedy, which occurred

in a very advanced civilisation and among a reading public, are

a more complicated history. When the majority of people begin
to read, poetry loses its hold upon the public, and the prose

wTiter, who composes with greater simplicity and less labour,

at last obtains an advantage over his rival the poet, who is put
into competition with all the older poets now circulating

among a more learned public. It is here sufficient to repeat,

as an additional illustration of the principle, that although in

the Alexandrine epoch there were learned and even brilliant

imitations of all species of old Greek poetry
—the epics of

Apollonius, the elegiacs of Callimachus, the lyrics of a false

Anacreon, the tragedies of the Pleiad—one kind only of the

varied products of that wonderfully prolific and greatly under-

rated age has held its place with all the critics and admirers of

pure Greek poetry. This is the bucolic poetry of Theocritus,

imitated, not from earlier literature, but from the people's songs,

from the shepherds' pipe and ditty, from the fresh feelings of

untutored hearts. It is indeed beyond the scope ofthe present

work, but it is worthy of suggestion, that the history of the fine

arts generally, nay even the political history of the world, shows

perpetual examples of the same principle. The tendency of

all human invention is to become conventional, then cramped,
and then effete. It is to be revived only by breaking with

venerable traditions, and going back to nature, to natural men
and natural things, for new inspiration.
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CHAPTER II.

THE TRACES OF POETRY BEFORE HOMER.

§ 8. When we endeavour to discover the preliminary stages

through which Greek poetry reached the perfect condition

which produced the great epics, we find ourselves reduced to

doubtful inferences and conjectures. The Homeric poems

themselves tell us almost nothing on the subject. Apart

from the two bards in the Odyssey
—Demodocus at the

Phseacian court, and Phemius among the suitors—who are dis-

tinctly epic singers of the same style and class as the author or

authors of our remaining epics, we have only an allusion to

one person, Thamyris, and to various choral songs of a lyric

kind, sung at marriages and vintage scenes, or on other occasions

of great grief or joy. We have also several earlier legends men-

tioned in such a way as to suggest that they had already been

treated by bards such as Phemius and Demodocus.

§ 9. The facts which may with certainty be inferred from

these allusions are : (1) that poets were common before the com-

position even of the iHad, or oldest of the poems ; (2) that

the earlier poems were both lyric and epic in character
;
and (3)

that there existed a feeling of rivalry, if not regular contests, in

poetry. These latter are indeed openly asserted to have taken

place in the old account of the contest between Homer and

Hesiod, but are implied also in the reference to Thamyris

(B 594),' 'who boasted that he would conquer even were the

Muses, the daughters of Zeus, to contend against him
;

but

they in anger made him blind (7r»;poi'),
and took away his

' The books of the Iliad arc indicated in capitals, those of the Odyssey
ijd small letters.
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godlike song, and caused him to forget his cunning upon the

lute.'

This famous passage occurs, it is true, in the Catalogue,

which is perhaps the most suspicious part of the Ihad. But,

on the other hand, it occurs in the account of the forces of

Nestor from Pylus, and there is evidence that many other

poetic legends were in vogue about this kingdom—legends

perpetually cited in the reminiscences of the aged Nestor him-

self, whose very age seems to imply that he had been the sub-

ject of earlier ballads. This justifies the opinion that the men-

tion of Thamyris
'

is really old, and points to the age before the

composition of the Iliad. But, unfortunately, there is no hint

as to the nature of his poetry. We cannot tell whether he com-

posed lyric pieces such as the old dirges and marriage-songs, or

whether he was an epic singer like Demodocus, or whether,

again, he was an author of that early religious poetr}^, which

was by later writers ascribed to the age before Homer.

After the days of Herodotus, we hear constantly of this

religious poetry, which was of a mystical or symbolical cha-

racter, and certainly of a very different type from the worldly

Homer. But as to its antiquity, our authorities are not

very encouraging. The first and most important is Herodotus,

who says in a famous passage (ii. 50-4) in which he dis-

cusses the origin and names of the Hellenic gods :

' Whence

the gods severally sprang, whether or not they had existed from

all eternity, what forms they bore—these are questions of which

the Greeks knew nothing till the other day, so to speak. For

Homer and Hesiod were the first to compose Theogonies,

and give the gods their epithets, to allot to them their several

offices and occupations, and describe their forms
;
and they

lived about 400 years before my time, and not more, as I

believe. As for the poets who are thought by some to be

earlier than these, they are, in my judgment, decidedly later.'

And he adds presently :

' What I have said of Homer and

Hesiod is my own opinion, and not borrowed from the

priestesses of Dodona.'

I should consider this judgment as to the relative age of the

' Also called Thamyras, especially in a comedy of Antiphanes.
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old Orphic and other reHgious poems (to which he clearly

alludes) as of the greatest weight, were it not evident that

Herodotus is here sustaining a favourite theory of his own, viz.

that almost all the Greek religion, and especially all the mystic

part of it, was borrowed from Egypt. Thus he says (ii. 8i) :

' Here their (the Egyptian) practice resembles the rites which are

called Baccliic and Orphic, but which are in reality Egyptian and

Pythagorean ;

' and it was a necessary part of this theory thai

these rites, and the poems belonging to them, should not be very
ancient. I do not, therefore, think that the sceptical judgment
of Herodotus, which he, Avith his usual honesty, confesses to be

a peculiar opinion of his own, can be here decisive.' The fre-

([uent poetical allusions of Euripides to a collection of Orphic

poems of pious and philosophic import can, on the other hand,

afford no secure evidence of their antiquity, for we know that the

school of Onomacritus, in the sixth century B.C., added con-

siderably to the old religious poems, if it did not forge them

wliolesale. But the very fact of the forging of the name of

Orpheus, Musaeus, and others proves clearly the antiquity

of these names, and that the poetry ascribed to them was

of a character quite different from that of the Epos. The very

frequent allusions of Plato, on the other hand, who even in

three places quotes the words of Orpheus,^ show clearly that he

accepted Orpheus and Mussus, whom he usually co-ordinates,

as ancient masters of religious song, and on a par with Homer
and Hesiod. This general acceptance of Orpheus as a real per-

sonage, with no less frequent suspicions as to the genuineness
of the current Orphic books, appears in other Greek writers

;

e.g. Aristotle^ cites the so-called Orphic poems, just as he cites

the so-called Pythagorean books. Apart from these casual

allusions, our really explicit authorities are the antiquaries of

' We might just as well accept the almost unanimous verdict of older

tradition, and believe the Greek race to be autochthonous, and their civili-

sation i^erfectly original ; whereas their eastern origin can be clearly de-

monstrated, quite apart from the discoveries of Herodotus and his school,

from the surer evidence of architecture and the plastic arts, and from the

results of comparative I inguistic.
« Crat. 402 B, Phih'h. 66 C, Legg. 669 D.
• De Aninia, i. 5, 410 1> ; and elsewhere.
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later days, to whom we owe almost all the definite knowledge

we possess. Pausanias, in particular, not only speaks constantly

of these poets, but refers to some of their hymns, which he

had heard, and it is he and Strabo who afford us the materials

for constructing a general theory about them.

§ lo. It is remarkable that the two races which tradition

consistently asserts to have been the first civilisers of Greece

are known in history as barbarians—the Pelasgi and the Thra-

cians. Herodotus (i. 57) found remnants of the Pelasgi still

living at Creston, Scylace and Placia, and he characterises their

language as that of barbarians. The savagery of the Thracians

was proverbial all through Hellenic history, and yet among the

various obscure and doubtful statements of the legends, these

are the only neighbouring peoples of which we can affirm with

tolerable certainty that they were the forerunners of the Hellenes

in culture. With the Pelasgi we are not much concerned.

They were great builders and great reclaimers of land. They

settled all over Greece, and especially in such rich plains as

those of Thessaly and of Argos. But their literary character

is nowhere attested. Nor have we remaining any certain trace

of their language, save the words Argos and Larissa, which

(as interpreted to mean plain and fortress) point to these very

tastes. They seem to have been a peace-loving, quiet people ;

and if they built everywhere great forts, such as was the

Pelasgic ring wall of the Acropolis at Athens, they were not,

like the Leleges or Minyans, famed for pillage and war.

They must have been a settled and agricultural race, opposed

to the roving pirates, whom they doubtless dreaded.

One fact connected with literature, and one only, may be

traced to them. It was they who received from the Phoenicians

the letters of the alphabet, adapted from the Egyptian hieratic

character by these traders. The varying appellations of Cad-

mean, Fhce?iidan, and Pelasgic letters seem clearly to attest this.

Despite Herodotus' condemnation of their language, they were

doubdess of Aryan descent '

;
and one thing is clear, that the

change of Greece from its Pelasgic to its Hellenic state was no

' Emile Eumouf believes them to have been akin to the present Alba-

nians, whom later invasions have reinstated in many parts of Greece.
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sudden revolution or conquest, but a gradual absorption of the

older and weaker in the new. The most venerable elements in

the Hellenic religion were adopted from them, and there is no

nobler invocation in the Iliad than that of Achilles to the old

Pelasgic Zeus of Dodona that ruled in the heavens.' This ap-

peal agrees well with the interesting notice of Herodotus, that

they worshipped their gods, but without names or divers

functions, in simple and silent adoration. Hence it came that

they were reverenced by the Romans for their religion.

§ II. The legends about the Thraciansareof quite a different

order. This remarkable people appear from the notices of the

Iliad to have been allied rather to the Phrygians than to the

western Greeks. The Phrygians have been proved from the

extant words of the language to be not only Aryans, but Aryans
of the European branch

;
and thus we can conceive an early

culture among the great Phrygio-Thracian tribes extending to

the borders of Thessaly. However this may be, we hear of a

school of Thracian minstrels, of whom Orpheus is the best

known name, which is associated with the district of Pieria—a

region not very clearly defined, and apparently moving gradually

southward, till we find it about the slopes of Mount Olympus.
^

These singers were specially devoted to the worship of the

Muses—three goddesses who are always associated with wells

and water-springs, and who were the special patronesses and

inspirers of poetry.^ There are traces of these Thracian bards

' Cf. n 233- ZeO S.va., ^iji'hdivaii, neAa(T7t/c6, rrjAddi vaiuiv,

AoubiiiTjs fj.f54(iiv Svcrx^'f^^pov k. t. A.

' It has been well pointed out by many scholars that the legendary
Thracians of Attica and the historical Thracians have nothing in common,
and that not impossibly the mythical Thracians were pure Ionian Greeks

(cf. Petersen in ErscA und Gruber's Encydop. vol. Ixxxv. p. 271) ;
at all

events, they were a distinct people, with a distinct religion and polity.
* The names for them at Helicon were, in Pausanias' day, nv-^nr), yueA^rrj.

and dojSij ; at Delphi, according to Plutarch, vira.Tr), fita-rf, and vtJttj,

from the principal strings of the lyre. The three Charites of Orchomenus
seem to correspond to them (Paus. ix. 35). In later days the number was

nine, and the names quite different. Bergk absurdly suggests the Lydian
^aiu = water, as the origin of M.ov(ra, which is rather = /iovrya, and con-

nected with the root of fidvTis.
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down through the mountains of Phocis to Delphi and round

about Parnassus; and still more certainly are they, and with

them the worship of the Muses, associated with the northern

slopes of Helicon. There is no range through all Greece so

rich in springs and tumbling brooks as the northern slopes of

Helicon, and men might well imagine it a favourite abode of god-

desses, who loved this most speaking voice in nature. It is here

that the author of the Theogojty, ascribed to Hesiod—possibly
Hesiod himself—fixes their abode, when he calls them to come
from Pieria at the opening of his didactic poem. The estab-

lishment of the worship of the Muses, which the Thracian school

had introduced from Pieria, is perfectly demonstrated by its

persistence up to the days of Hesiod, and the so-called

didactic and genealogical epics.

Attic legends seem to indicate that the Thracians were not

mere singers, and that they sought to extend their influence

still further. The legend of the war of Eumolpus, the Thracian

warrior, king and bard, against Erechtheus, king of Athens, im-

plies that the Thracians extended their power from the slopes
of Helicon across the glades and gorges of Cithseron to its last

spur
—the citadel of Eleusis. This approach so threatened

Athens, that the legends represent Erechtheus engaged in a

desperate struggle with Eumolpus, and victorious only by
the aid of human sacrifices—the voluntary death of his own

daughters. This legend, now glorified by Mr. Swinburne's

splendid drama, may have real facts underlying it
;
and it is, in

any case, in consonance with the other hints collected by Strabo

and Pausanias. Certain it is that the mysteries of Demeter
and Persephone, celebrated by the Athenians at Eleusis all

through history, were under the special direction of the clan of

the Eurnolpidse, who professed to trace their origin to this

Thracian ancestor. His name, like that of Musseus, shows

clearly enough his connection with the old worship of the

Muses, and their poetic inspiration.

§ 12. Our oldest direct evidence for Orpheus is the fact that

in Peisistratus' day his name was sufficiently venerable to produce
and protect extensive forgeries ;

but it is probable that Hera-

cleitus, who could hardly have been deceived by Onomacritus,
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believed not only in Orpheus, but in some of the extant writings

attributed to him.' The mention of his poems by Pausanias is

very interesting.
'

Whoever/ says he,
* has made a critical

study of poetry, knows that the hymns of Orpheus are each

composed in the briefest form, and are altogether very few in

number. The Lycomidse (an Attic clan) know them and sing

them in accompaniment to the ceremonies (of the mysteries).

In elegance they would rank second after the hymns of Homer,
at any rate, but they are more highly honoured than these on

account of their religious spirit.' In another place (i. 14, 3),

he distinctly rejects poems attributed to Orpheus, and doubtfully

to Musseus. This Musaeus was supposed to have been a pupil

or successor to Orpheus.
There are other names which Pausanias considers still

older—Linus, the personification of the Linus song mentioned

by Homer, and from early times identified more or less ^vith the

Adonis song of the Phoenicians and the Maneros of the Egyp-
tians. After Linus came the Lycian Olen, the oldest composer of

Greek hymns known (Paus. ix. 27, 2), whose style was adopted

by Orpheus, and also by Pamphos, the oldest hymn-poet among
the Athenians. A hymn of this Pamphos to Eros was sung at

the mysteries by the Lycomidse, along wth those of Orpheus.
Several of his hymns are referred to by Pausanias. With the

old Delphic contests in music and poetry were connected

Chrysothemis, Philammon, and his son Thamyris, who were

said to be the first three victors recorded at these contests.

Orpheus and Mus?eus were distinctly reported to have ab-

stained from contending, as being of too great fame, and also

connected with a ditl'erent worship.
^ The names of Bakis and

'

Bergk calls attention to Euripides' Alcestis (v. 967) and the scholia.

Cf. for the following statement, Pausanias, ix. 30, 12.

' The various relations or genealogies of these poets referred to by

Pausanias, Diodorus, and Suidas are irreconcilable, and are, indeed, not

worth reconciling. Some called Thamyris the eighth poet before Homer,
some the sixth. Charops, Qiagrus, Orpheus, Musanis, Eumolpus, Philam-

mon, Thamyris, is one suggested order. The object of these legends is

various : first, to account for the transference of the mysteries and their

poetical rites from Thrace to Athens ; secondly, to bring the Delphic oracle
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Lycus were known as the authors of antique oracles, all of them

probably spurious. This only is to be observed about the old

responses of the Delphic oracle, that while the extant rhdra

of Lycurgus seems to be literally an oracular response in the

Delphic dialect, we are told that the hexameter verse was first

invented at Delphi, either by Phemonoe, the first priestess,

or by Olen, when he founded the prophetic shrine.

This inquiry into the poetry of the Greeks before

Homer leads us to some very natural and some very strange

results. In the first place, no educated Greek, except perhaps

Herodotus, seems to have denied the existence of poems, far

less of poets, anterior to Homer. The tradition about these

poets is all the more trustworthy, because they are not

represented in any sense as forerunners of Homer. For, in

the second place, all the poems attributed to these men

were either lyrical or oracular
; they were all short, and they

were all strictly religious.' In these features they contrasted

broadly with the epic school of Homer. Even the hexame-

ter metre seems not to have been used in these old hymns, and

was called a new invention of the Delphic priestess. Still

further, the majority of these hymns is connected with mys-

teries apparently ignored by Homer, or with the worship of

Dionysus, which he hardly knew.

§ 13. Indeed the Homeric poems seem to ignore all Pelas-

gian religion (save in a single appeal to Zeus); they seem to

ignore the Thracian bards and their Muse-worship ; they speak

of the rich shrine of Delphi without even naming an oracle. It

is therefore plain that if these early bards were really the

forerunners of Homer in time, they can in nowise be called

his teachers or forerunners in poetry. He seems to start from

quite a fresh commencement, like Archilochus, like ^schylus,

hke Theocritus, and to start up among a people who knew

poetry, but of a different sort.

What, then, were the real beginnings of Epic poetry, and

who prepared the way for the great Iliad as we have it .^ To

—really a different religion- into relation with them; and, lastly, to satisfy-

the universal desire of bringing great men of old into near relationship.

' Thus of Thamyris the lexicographers say : fypa^e /J-eKv Kal ^o-^aro.
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this question we can only answer by a probable theory, which now

indeed has been accepted by many competent critics, which is

however not based directly on positive facts, but on reasonable

inferences. The hexameter verse was commonly attributed to

the Delphic priests, who were said to have invented and used

it in oracles. In other words, it was early used in religious

poetry. If we examine its structure, as opposed to the shorter

and more varied lyric measures, it is evidently composed and

intended for sustained narrative, and for poems of consider-

able length. There is no doubt that the priests did com-

pose such works for the purpose of teaching the attributes

and adventures of the gods, and bringing into harmony the

various local myths concerning them. These genealogies of

the gods were called Theogonies, and we have still under the

name of Hesiod a poem of this class, which, though later

than Homer, appears to have been composed upon a far earlier

model, and affords an example of these didactic religious

works. It may be that the earlier lyric hymns contained short

descriptions, such as we find them—an epic element—in the

remains of Pindar and Stesichorus ;
but the superior evenness

and calm of the hexameter must soon have made this species
of verse generally preferred for narrative purposes.

§ 14. With the gods were closely connected the heroes,

who ruled over the tribes in these old feudal days, and it was

impossible to treat of the descendants ofthe gods without record-

ing the legends of older days in the history of the nation. So
the genealogies and acts of demigods and of men came to be

treated in connection with the Theogonies of the priests.

Such old genealogical epics were said to have survived long

among the Peloponnesians. But the secular element gradually

gained ground, especially among the luxurious and worldly

lonians, and a class of bards who were not priests began to treat

the histories of the heroes and their adventures, in fact, the K\in

u.vcf)a>v
' of Homer, which delighted the Ionic chiefs and their

' This phrase
—the acts of renowned men—seems ahnost a technical one.

Achilles (I 189) &fi5( 5' dpa »cA«'a avSpwi', in his tent, evidently older heroes;
so again, v. 524, ovtw koI twv irpScrBei' iTrev66fj.eda K\(a a.v5pwv k. t. A. Again
(^ 73)1 ^o'Jo'^ &p' aoiS^;' aviiKev deiSe'/uei'at K\fa a.fSpwi' ;

and so Hesiod,
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courts. Thus epic poetry, from having been purely rehgious,
became purely secular. After having treated men and heroes
in subordination to the gods, it came to treat the gods in rela-

tion to men. Indeed it may be said of Homer, that in the image
of man created he God.' The statement of Herodotus, that

Homer and Hesiod—the poet of adventure and the genealogist—made the religion of the Greeks, and assigned to the gods their

epithets and functions, is apparently true, and full of import.^
We must take care not to understand him as if these poems

had created or even commenced this transformation. It is

plain enough that Homer and Hesiod represent, both theo-

logically and socially, the dose of a long epoch, and not the

youth of the Greek world, as some have supposed. The real

signification of many myths is lost to them, and so is the im-

port of most of the names and titles of the elder gods, which
are archaic and strange, while the subordinate personages gene-

rally have purely Greek names. Such epithets as Argeiphontes,

Tritogeneia, and Fhilo?nmeides (laughter-loving) seem purely tra-

ditional
; indeed, the latter is wrongly interpreted by Hesiod

{Theog. 198) from fxrjoea. Speculations about these words were

common in the Boeotian school. Some picturesque epithets,

such as pvE 601], which seem to indicate the first surprise of

northern tribes at the rapid sunsets in southern Greece, may be
also traditional, and derived from old hieratic poetry.

But in Homer's time the whole character of popular

T^eog. 99, who shows the combination of the gods and heroes in this sort

of poetry,

avrap aoi^hs

Hovcrauv Qipairaiv K\ua irporepwv avdpdnrwv

^ vfj-vfjcrri fjLaKapds re dfoi/s ol "OXvfnrov exoi/(r«»'.

Cf. also the ffymn to Del. Apollo, 160. These passages are collected by
Bergk, Literaturgeschichte, i. p. 347.

' Cf. Aristotle, Pol. i. I (p. 1252 b) for this oft-repeated idea.
*
Bernhardy {Hist. Lit. ii. i, 78) cautions us against exaggerating the

words of Herodotus so as to comprise the whole religion of the Greeks.
He believes that real faith and religious feeling were strong in the race, and

kept up by cults, and by simple prayer and devotion, very generally. It

was the combination of plastic art with epic poetry which made the mytho-
logical notions of Homer and Hesiod so prominent.

VOL. I. C
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religion had become altered and humanised
;
the wars, and ad-

ventures, and passions of men had become the centre of interest

among the poets. We must not imagine that the older and

simpler religion wholly disappeared. As the common people

went on singing their Linus and lalemus, and jesting at their

marriage and vintage feasts, so schools of priests and didactic

bards kept up the old genealogical epics about the gods and

their human descendants, especially in the poorer Pelopon-

nesus, and in Boeotia, while the rich and prosperous lonians

revelled in the glories of Homer. But so strongly was the

predominance of the Ionic epos felt, that the Ionic dialect

was universally adopted in didactic poems ;
and genealogical

poems, nay, even the responses of the Delphic oracle, were

composed in this dialect, which was widely different from most

of those spoken in Greece proper.

The great brilliancy of Homer has completely eclipsed all

the earlier stages of the Epos. He alludes to many stories

which appear to have been treated before him in shorter lays ;

he speaks of the hunt of Calydon, of the exploits of Nestor, of

the labours of Heracles, of the good ship Argo, as well known ;

he alludes to the wars of the gods, and cites a Catalogue of

famous women. It may be well not to conclude this preli-

minary sketch without noting these epic subjects referred to in

the Iliad and Odyssey, as well as the chief popular songs
which Homer mentions, and which have left some traces even

in historical times.

§ 15. Taking the Iliad separately, as the older of the poems,
and therefore furnishing the clearest evidence as to what earlier

epic lays must have existed, we find a considerable body of

stories mentioned in such a way as to make it extremely pro-

bable that they were no mere current popular tales, but had
been poetically treated. This is surely the case with the

legends of the wars and conflicts among the gods in A 396 sq.,

E 380 sq., Z 130 sq., O 10 sq. Some of these are conflicts for

supremacy among the gods ; others are quarrels about or with

men. Both are quite foreign to popular poetry, and show the

influence of a school of priests or theologians who were rapidly

becoming secular. The actual battle of the gods in <I> is a speci-
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men of this sort of work. There is less obvious, but still dis-

tinct mention of genealogical epics in S 38 sq. and 'S 201, 246.

But the great mass of legends alluded to are the adventures of

earlier heroes, such as Tydeus, Meleager, Heracles, and Bellei-

ophon ;
as well as of celebrated wars, such, as those with the

Amazons and Centaurs. There are even earlier legends about

heroes at the Trojan war presupposed, as is the case with

Achilles and Hector among those present, and Philoctetes and

Protesilaus, among those absent or dead. Even should it be

held that some of these were mere current talk, preserved

among the people as oft-told tales, yet such is the number of

them, and such the character of some of them, that no fair

critic could possibly deny the existence of a large number of

shorter lays of an epic character earlier than the Iliad, and

even presupposed by it.

§ 16. Let us pass to the popular poems alluded to in the

same way. Euripides, who was something of an antiquary,
draws a picture of women at the loom, like Calypso and Circe

in the Odyssey, singing epic lays to the sound of the plying
shuttle.' In his day no such custom existed; whether he is

correct in drawing this picture, we cannot now tell; he is

certainly the best authority we could have in his own time.

As Linus and lalemus were afterwards personified as sons

of the Muses, the subjects of sad ditties sung on various occa-

sions among the people, so Hymenaeus was the personified

marriage song, of which we find distinct mention in Homer.*
All these were evidently choral performances, accompanied by

pipes and harps, as well as by a dancing chorus of youths, and

* out' ettI KepKicriv,

oijTi \6yots

ip6.Tiv h'iov evrvx'as fxeTexftv

6e60e V reKva 0vaTo7s,

says his chorus {/on, v. 506). And again, v. 196 of the same play,

ts ffxaiffi IJ.V-

OeveTOL Trapa iri)vais

affiriffras ^\6\ao%.

' The scholiast on 2 570 gives the following specimen of the Linus

c 2
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the last was sung during the procession of the bride to her new
Iiome. So the Threnus or funeral dirge seems a choral song,

but with solos interspersed, as may be inferred from the de-

scriptions in the last books of the Iliad and Odyssey. Hecuba,

Helen, and Andromache each make a separate lament over the

body of Hector, and this seems an expansion of the simpler

and shorter account.^ In the Odyssey the nine Muses lead

song, which has been variously emended and restored. I quote it accord-

ing to Bergk's version {Fragg. Lyr. p. 1297)
—

5 hivi TtMi deo7(Tiv

reTi/j.4v(, aol yap iSioKav

irpwTif! jxeXos avOpiiiroiffiv

<pa)vais \iyvpa7s aelffai'

4>orj8os 5e /cdro) tr" avaipu,

MoCcai 54 (re Oprjveovcriv.

Probably the dialect of this song has been considerably modernised, but the

metre seems very primitive, and is probably that from which the hexa-

meter was formed. The lines vary in pairs, and may be called either lo-

gooedic or dactylic, with 01 without an anacrusis, thus : w
| _^^ | _J^ |

_ «.

Leavmg out the first anacrusis, we find that each pair of these lines, with

at times the slightest alteration, can form an hexameter. This origin

would also account for the importance of the strong caesura in hexameters,

which was, in fact, the old point of junction of separate lines. We have

fragments of Hymenaeal hymns by Sappho (Fragg. 91 sq., Bergk), of

which the first may possibly be an imitation of the old popular form :
—

Xi^/oi 5); tJ) /xfKadpov

'T/xiivaov

aeppen TfKTOves &vdpes

''tix7)vaov

ydfi^pos fpxfTai iffos "Apeui

'T/xrjvaov

&p5pos jj.fyd.Xci) ttSXv /xel^wv

'Tfirivaoy,

Here the metre is apparently the same as in the Linus song. It is not

probable that the beautiful chorus of Euripides' Phaethon, beginning u/iV.

\>tt.r\v, is meant for a hymenaeus, it seems rather an ode to Aphrodite. This

would most appropriately be sung by the chorus, while the real procession
was supposed to have gone to the bridegroom's house.

' n 720 : iraoh. 5' ticav koiZohs,

dp'fivuiv d^dpxovs, o'lre (TrovSfffffav aoiS^v

oi fiiy &p^ iOpi^vtov, tVl Se aTivd)(_ovro yuvaiKH.
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the Threnus, supported by the Nereids. If we are to trust the

descriptions of the Iliad, the Threnus was not a fixed formula,

but a rehearsal of the virtues of the dead—a form of lament

common to almost all ages and nations. But of course the

epic poet must have modified the original metre, which can

hardly have been hexameter.

The rest of the fragments of that Greek popular poetry
which may have been in vogue before Homer, but which is not

actually mentioned in the poems, will be better discussed in

connection with the origin of lyric poetr)^ The comic or

lighter poems ascribed to Homer, such as the Margites and

Eiresione, which show peculiarities in metre and style of great

interest, will be treated after the Homeric hymns. Enough
has here been quoted to prove the widespread practice of danc-

ing and playing together with lyric singing, partly religious,

like the paean of supplication or of victory,' partly secular, such

as war-dances and dances at feasts. We have also shown the

almost certain existence of shorter epics, both heroic and

genealogical. Such were the conditions of literature from which

Homer or the Homeric poems sprang.

1 A 473, X 391.
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CHAPTER III.

THE HOMERIC POEMS.—HISTORY OF THEIR TRANSMISSION

FROM THE EARLIEST DAYS.— EDITIONS, SCHOLIA, ETC.

§ 17. The first great problem which meets us when w^e ap-

proach this subject is that of the origin and composition of the

Homeric poems. Was this wonderful species of Greek litera-

ture created by the transcendent genius of a single man, or

was it the outgrowth of a series of lesser men and lesser

poems ? Is Homer a real and historical person, or is he only
the imaginary author to whose single genius was ascribed the

combined excellence of many men, together with the organis-

ing and combining talent of later hands? Were the Iliad

and Odyssey handed down from prehistoric days substantially
in the form which they now present, and did the arrangers

i^iaaKtvaarai) of Solon's and later days only restore the

original order, or were the elements of these works lying in

their original disorder and confusion when Onomacritus, or

Theagenes, or Antimachus brought them into unity, thus

creating an Iliad and an Odyssey which had never before

existed ?

This is the first great problem on which an historian of

Greek literature must make up his mind. It is not to be

expected that he will now be able to discover a new theory,

seeing that all possible hypotheses have already been suggested.
It is not to be expected that he will reconcile the majority of

scholars, who, having long since compromised themselves by
declaring for various solutions, will not desire, or indeed be
able, to shake off their long adopted and cherished convictions.
But what is fairiy to be demanded from him is a critical esti-

mate of the controversy up to its latest stage, and a survey of
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how much certainty has been attained, and how much doubt

still remains, in the present state of Homeric controversy.
Nor is it fair to the student that this survey should be con-

cluded without the critic's venturing to express his own convic-

tions on the subject.

Perhaps the best way of approaching these complicated and

difficult problems is, in the first instance, to dispose of the

external history of the poems.

§ 18. We need but cast a passing glance at the legends
current among the Greeks about Homer as a person, and as

the author of the great epics. It is quite certain that the ex-

tant Hves of Homer, attributed to Herodotus and to Plutarch,

have no authority, and that even the most critical inquirers
of an earlier age could find out nothing trustworthy about

him.i The very name of the poet has been variously explained,
and has given rise to long controversies. The older mean-

ings of hostage^ compamon, or blind have given way before the

theory that the name is somehow compounded with o^ov.

Welcker suggested ojxov and apw, in the sense of ' connector of

lays.' Upon this G. Curtius observes that the root iip had

originally an intransitive sense, so that with this derivation the

word would mean the
' bond of union,' or centre-point of the

legends.^

' See the critical discussion of these lives, eight in number, in Senge-
busch's Horn. Diss, prior, pp. 1 sq. Four are anonymous, another attri-

buted to Porphyry, and one of the fullest is in Suidas' Lexicon. None of

them seems to be older than the age of Augustus, and some of them are cer-

tainly as late as the 2nd century a. d. That attributed to Plutarch (who
had really written upon Homer) is not more genuine than that ascribed to

Herodotus. The extant ay&jv, or contest of Homer and Hesiod, though it

may preserve old legends, mentions Hadrian, and is therefore not prior to

his reign. Modern critics refer its origin to Alkidamas.
2
But, as Sengebusch and others observe, this derivation would imply

among ^olians and Dorians a form "O/j-dpos, which never occurs. All the

Doric citations agree in the form "Ofxripos. This seems to show that the ori-

ginal form was not "Ofj-dpos, but "O/tepos OT"Ofiapos, and this not formed from

6fj.ov and eipo) (which would give as dialectical forms "O/xIpos and "Ontppos),
but from ofiov, with a mere suffix, in the sense of 'the harmonious.' This
is the derivation preferred by Diintzer and Sengebusch. Upon this theory
it may be identified with the ^Ofivpris, and the more celebrated Qduvpis,
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§ 19. The still wider controversies as to the age and the

birthplace of the poet were idle and resultless, till new light

came to be thrown upon the causes of the variations among
the ancients, first by the researches of Carl Miiller, and more

recently by Sengebusch. We will consider the dates first.

These may be fairly divided into those of conjecture, and

those of tradition. Thus, among the former, Crates placed

Homer 60 years after the Trojan war
;
Philochorus 180 years ;

Eratosthenes 240 years ;
others in Archilochus' or Lycurgus'

times. Miiller was the first to show that in these chronological

speculations the learned Greeks used astronomical cycles, par-

ticularly that of sixty solar years, which corresponded to sixty-

three lunar. Hence the apparently precise number of ytax?, post

Troica merely mean the number of cycles, or multiples of sixty,

which were supposed to have elapsed, of which the seventh co-

incided with Lycurgus, and the eighth with Archilochus.

These speculations were, however, suggested by the tra-

ditional dates asserted in sundry towns, which laid claim to

have been the poet's birthplace or residence, and the dates vary

from the Athenian tradition, which places him at the supposed

time of the Ionic migration (circ. 1043 B.C.), to the Cretan,

which places him in the days of Thaletas (625 B.C.). The par-

ticular dates variously assigned during this period by the cities

are shown with great probability to be determined by genealo-

gical if not by astronomical reasons. In the genealogies pre-

served by the Ionic clans or gentes in the Asiatic towns, the

generation was specified in which Homer was born. Three

generations were allowed for a century. Hence the Colopho-
nians placed his birth at Colophon, 132 years before the first

Olympiad ;
the first year of which, being included, makes up

four generations. The 400 years which Herodotus (cf above,

p. 9) mentions as the interval between himself and Homer
means twelve generations, perhaps in the genealogies of the

Samians, to which he attached great importance. We thus

obtain a logical reason for the apparent precision in the num-

bers of the years assigned as the dates of Homer's birth.

who are mentioned as related to the poet. The whole matter is carefully

argued by Sengebusch {Diss. Horn, prior, pp. 89-100).
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§ 20. How shall we account for the extraordinary diverg-

ence of place and of date? From a careful comparison of

these legends Sengebusch was led to the important result

that they severally note the establishing of a. Homeric school

of rhapsodes in the various cities, and from this evidence

he endeavours to construct a history of the spread of epic

schools of poetry through Greece. Thus, starting from

the tradition of the Athenians, which Aristarchus adopted

(possibly from Theagenes), that Homer was an Athenian, he

holds him, or his poetry, to have migrated with the Ionic

settlers, first to the island of los (according to the tradition of

that people), then to Smyrna, at the time when the Kymseans
sent a colony there. These earliest notices may possibly

refer to a personal Homer. The traditions of the Chians,

Coiophonians, Samians, Milesians, as well as of the Cyprians,

Cretans, and Lacedaemonians, he interprets as simply the

recollection of the first settlement of epic schools—that of

Crete by Thaletas. When poems with local allusions: (such as

the Chian Hymn to Apollo) came to be composed by suc-

ceeding poets, these allusions were ascribed to the original

Homer, and his birthplace asserted in accordance with them.

It is a remarkable corroboration of this theory, that the suc-

cessive dates assigned by the various towns correspond to

the natural spread of the Ionic race in the Eastern Levant—
Cyprus and Crete being the latest points (with the latest

traditional dates) ;
los and Smyrna the earliest, and directly

attached to the Athenian date, which asserts Homer to have

gone out with the Ionic migration.

§ 21. There are many traces that the poems early attained

a great and widespread reputation. Midas, king of Phrygia, and

Gyges, king of Lydia, who lived shortly after the year 700 B.C.,

are said to have patronised Greek rhapsodists at their courts, as

we hear from Nicolaus of Damascus. But whatever doubts '

may be entertained about these kings, it is probable that the

prominent place given to Lycian, Rhodian, and Cretan heroes

points to recitation in these countries, a long way from the

original home of the poems. The enumeration in the Cata-

logue of Rhodes, Cos, and other adjoining islands, on the
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Greek side, though their situation would naturally place them

with the Mysian cities, among the allies of the Trojans, is a

clear evidence how strong an interest was taken in the poems

by the chiefs of these islands. This far-reaching influence is

also proved by the adoption of both metre and dialect of the

Ionic epos by the Delphic oracle, and by the Boeotian school of

Hesiod. It is further proved by the consistent avoidance of

Homer's subjects in the cyclic poems, or by other epic composers,

who flourished during an epoch reaching back from Solon's

day for a long period. Lastly, the legend that Lycurgus brought

the poems to Sparta, though perhaps a mere copy of the more

authentic stories of Solon's care to preserve them, points to the

belief that they were early knovra and prized in the Pelo-

ponnesus. This is corroborated by Herodotus' story (v. 67),

that Cleisthenes forbad poetic contests in reciting Homer at

Sicyon, on account of the prominence the poet had given to

Argos. The chest of Cypselus, an old work of art described

by Pausanias, had among its pictures scenes from both Iliad

and Odyssey.

§ 22. The first difficulty which arises, if we admit this

early date for the composition of the Iliad, is to account for its

preservation and transmission up to the time of Solon, who

began that careful study of the old epics which was con-

tinued by Peisistratus and Hipparchus, and to which we

doubtless owe the present form and completeness of both

Iliad and Odyssey. It was believed in old times that both

poems were written down by Homer, and then transcribed and

preserved by schools of rhapsodists. This opinion was ex-

ploded as soon as any close criticism was brought to bear upon

them, and has never been maintained since Wolfs refutation, till

resuscitated by Bergk, who endeavours to prove that writing,

even general wTiting, was much older in Greece than has been

supposed, and, though he still maintains that the composition
'

of a great epic such as the Iliad is impossible without writing,

'
I am convinced that it is rather the composition than the transmission

of the great epics which postulates the use of letters. It is the planning
and executing the structure, not the remembering of it, which seems almost

unattainable without writing.
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holds that it probably marks the very time when this instrument

of literature first came into use, and was applied to perpetuate

the passing thoughts of men. But when he fixes this epoch as

the tenth century B.C., we may well hesitate and wonder, in spite

of the ingenuity of his arguments. He has indeed established

one thing, or rather recent discoveries have established one

thing, that the first common use of writing was generally fixed at

too late a date. An inscription scrawled by Greek mer-

cenaries under Psamatichus, in Upper Egypt, has proved that

some of this class ^ could write easily about the year 600 B.C.

—
probably fifty years sooner.^

This discovery makes it almost certain that the Homeric

poems were, or could have been, written down ^ about 700 B.C.,

and thus they may have been preserved orally only for a very

short time. The analogy of early French and German epics is

quoted to prove that even when writing exists and is known,

very long poems are preserved and recited orally without seek-

ing aid from this invention. But there existed in the early

Middle Ages a severance between the bard and the literary

classes quite foreign to Greek life, and I am convinced that the

rhapsodists did not delay to seize the advantage offered to

them.

§ 23. As to the oral preservation and transmission before

the art of writing, many scholars have cited cases of extraor-

dinary memory in bards and strolling minstrels, and there

' It is usual to say
' even such hirelings

'

could then write ;
and this

argument is employed both by Bergk and Professor Geddes to argue a wide

and therefore not recent diffusion of writing. Both of them forget that it

was often the highest classes—exiled nobles like Alcseus and Antimenidas

—who served as mercenaries, and on account of their literary talents, which

raised up enemies against them at home. Indeed, at no epoch of Greek

history did the higher classes despise mercenary service.

2 This depends upon whether we take the Psammetichus then reigning

to be the first or the second of the name. Cf Kirchhoff, Studien sur Gesch.

ties griech. Alphabets, Wiedemann {Gesch. Egypt.) argues for the second.

' The reader who desires to see this question more fully discussed may
consult my articles in MacmiUan''s Magazine for October 1878, and

February 1879, wdth Mr. Paley's reply and my rejoinder in the succeeding

numbers.
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is no impossibility in the Iliad or Odyssey having been so

preserved, especially by such schools or guilds of rhapsodists as

certainly existed in Greece. In fact, in addition to Creophylus
of Samos and Cynaethus of Chios, both of whom are men-
tioned as friends of Homer, or early preservers of his poetry,
the main source of early traditions about Homer seems to be

among the clan of Homeridce, at Chios, who claimed him as

their founder, and Avho recited his epics through Greece. In

the Hymn to the Delian Apollo one of these bards speaks of

himself, and we know of contests being held among them,
such as are described in the alleged contest between Homer
and Hesiod. So little difficulty, indeed, does there appear to

have been in preserving the poems, that a quantity of epic

songs came down to historical times along with the Iliad and

Odyssey, and was even generally referred to Homer, until a

more critical taste separated the wheat from the chaff, and

acknowledged the two great poems only. And not only were

there many additional poems, and many additions made within

the poems by the rhapsodists, but owing to the fact that they
were usually recited in cantos or separate unities, they were

remembered in fragments, and these fragments handed down
in loose and uncertain order.

§ 24. Thus we must conceive Homer as reaching the first

literary epoch in Greece in some such condition. With the

studies of Solon, and the foundation of the greatness of Athens,
a new stage begins in the history of the poems. There seems

little doubt of the fact, hinted at by Pausanias and Plutarch, but

explicitly stated only in late scholia—that not only did Peisis-

tratus and his son Hipparchus take every pains to circulate the

old epics, by establishing or encouraging musical and poetical

contests, at which recitations took place, but that there was
even a sort of literary commission appointed to re-arrange and
edit the poems.' This commission consisted of Orpheus of

• Mr. D. B. Monro has adopted from Nutzhorn's work his doubts about

the whole story, which he regards as a late fabrication. I acknowledge the

frequent absurdities of our accounts, which mix up Zenodotus and Aristar-

chus with Pcisistratus, but still I shall believe in there being an authentic

tradition, until he gives us liis disproof in a more explicit form-
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Croton, Zopyrusof Heraclea, Onomacritus of Athens, and of a

fourth, whose name is not to be made out, owing to a corrup-
tion of the text of the scholion. No doubt these men did very

important work, but what work they did is not easy to

discover. It is asserted that the version or edition of the

poems which they sanctioned rapidly superseded all others
;

that it was the archetype from which the well-known city

editions were long afterwards copied, and we know that these

were the oldest and most trustworthy materials which the

Alexandrine critics used. At the same time, we have distinct

tradition that Onomacritus, apparently for political purposes,

interpolated lines of his own, and this raises a suspicion that

the commission may have handled the great epics with some-

what reckless hands.

§ 25, There are modern critics who think that to Onoma-
critus we owe the whole unity and structure of the great epics,

which had never been before united, and that ne not only

brought together the separate lays, but welded them together

artistically, so as to produce the poems as we now have them.

This opinion, which must be discussed at greater length here-

after, is, in the first place, in distinct conflict with our tradition,

which states that he restored unity to the poems which had

been so composed, but separated and corrupted by recitation. •

There are also clear evidences of a conservative spirit in the

old arrangers of the Iliad and Odyssey ;
for they left in the

poems a number of repetitions and inconsistencies, which

' It is reported (Diog. Laert. i. 57, and Plato's Hipparch. 228 B) that

Solon ordered the poems to be recited by the rhapsodes €| viro^oXrjs and

e^ viro\iir\/e(jis. These expressions are anything but clear to us, and have

afforded the Germans scope for endless discussions. It results, I think,

from the researches of Nitzsch that uitojSoAt) means probably a iext, or

authoritative list of lays, to which the rhapsodists were ordered to adhere.

'E| inro\{j\peci)s is by no means so clear, but is fairly explained by Bemhardy
as implying fixed divisions or lays in the poems, which were to be sung

entire, and each of which was matched against other similar divisions in

the contests. Perhaps it does not differ materially from the other phrase,

with which it is not, I think, used in common (cf Sengebusch, ii. p. III).

In the Teian Inscr. (C. I. G. 3088) virolioKij io a subject of competition
for boys, and means recitation. In Xenophon it means prompting.
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they could have easily removed, had they intended to produce
a new and harmonious whole. What is more important, there

is no attempt traceable to interfere with the Homeric gods, and

to substitute for them a more moral and philosophic religion ;

still less any allusion to the Orphic ideas and mysteries, which

had in Onomacritus' day become very prevalent in Greece.

There is also no attempt to magnify the glories of Athens. It

may be held certain that changes in this direction could not

but have been attempted, had the commission of Peisistratus

not confined themselves to arranging and sifting extant

materials. This, then, was the earliest literary criticism on

the Iliad and Odyssey, and all the rhapsodising of the poems
of which we are told was at Athens, and in connection with

this edition, though it was merely the continuance of an old

and widespread fashion.

There seems little doubt that the early critics did not

confine themselves to the Iliad and Odyssey, but embraced

all the cyclic epics which were at that time, or perhaps after

that time, indiscriminately ascribed to Homer. ^ It is pro-

bable that the commission did not attempt any critical sever-

ance of the wheat from the chaff, and that in the course

of succeeding studies these inferior poems were condemned
one after another to lose their high claims to the name of

Homer.

§ 26. Thus the gradual sifting of the large body of old epic

poetry appears to have begun by the gathering and ordering
of all the materials by Onomacritus. In the next genera-
tion Theagenes of Rhegium was the first professedly critical

writer about the Iliad whom the Greeks knew. Then
comes Stesimbrotus of Thasos, towards the latter half of the

' The list given by SuiJas shows to what extent this was done :

ava(pepeTaL 5e ei's avrhv koI &\\a riva Kotrt/J.ara' 'Afia^ovia, 'IKias /uifcpd,

N6aroi, 'EiriKixA^Sej, 'HeUnaKTos fjToi "la/j-^ot, MvoParpaxo/J-axla, 'Apax-

vofiaxia, rtpavofiax'ta, Kepa^eis, 'A/j.(piapdov ^|t'Ao(n$, naiyvia, 2iK(\ias

a\cL>iTis, 'Eirida\a.fj.ta, KvkKos, "Tfxvoi, Kvirpia. Of these some are completely

unknown, and none have maintained their claim even in old Greek days.
It does not include the Margitea, which was acknowledged genuine by
Aristotle.
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fifth century b.c.
;
and he again is followed by his pupil

Antimachus of Colophon, during the Peloponnesian war—him-

self an unsuccessful epic poet, but the critical editor of a

text of Homer. Thus every generation since Solon had its

Homeric studies. Indeed, at the time of the middle comedy
these critics were so prominent as to be ridiculed upon the

stage. We know that Aristotle discussed the poems, and

is even said to have prepared a special edition for Alexander.

The copy thus prepared was carried in a precious Persian

casket, and hence known as // Ik tov vapdr}Koc. The quotations

from Homer to be found through Aristotle are numerous, and

differ remarkably from our texts, while those made by Plato

are according to our texts. Ammonius wrote a book about

Plato's citations, and yet all the critics are silent about Aris-

totle's text, which had been lost when the school of Alexandria

began its labours. But there remain fragments of his six

books of problems about Homer, and his school busied them-

selves with these questions also. We find that Aristotle used.

a worse text, and was a worse Homeric critic, than Plato.

The series of Attic editors and critics concludes with

Demetrius Phalereus, who wrote on both the epics.

§ 27. In addition to the professed criticisms on the text,

which were not many, there were endless allusions to, and

discussions about, Homer all through the course of Greek

history, i. (a) Among the early poets Hesiod, though in-

tentionally silent about the Ionic epic,^ was noted in the scholia

as implying in many places a knowledge of the IHad.^ Similar

allusions are found to Archilochus, Alcman, Stesichorus, in fact,

in all the older poets. Simonides of Ceos seems the earliest who

mentioned Homer himself as distinguished from his poems.^

He also seems to refer the Theban cycle of poems to Homer.

Bacchylides is quoted as referring Homer's birthplace to los.

Pindar calls him both a Chian and a Smyrnsean, and comments

on the morality of his praise of Odysseus. He furthermore

1 I agree with Sengebusch (ii. 11) that the three passages in which he

is suDposed to mention Homer are spurious.
* Twenty places are cited by Sengebusch, D. H. ii. 8.

* He calls him a Chian poet, quoting Z 146.
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seems to have referred the Cypria to Homer.
(/3) As regards

the tragic poets, not only did ^schylus profess his tragedies

to be morsels {jz^idyr]) from the mighty banquets of Homer,
but Sophocles 'copied the Odyssey in many dramas,' and

his vulgar admirers were wont to call him the tragic Homer.

(y) Passing on to satyric and comic poetry, we still have the

Cyclops of Euripides, many Homeric titles of other satyric

dramas from ^schylus, and the rest, and indeed the Margites
is named in the Poetics as the direct forerunner of comedy.
This is especially true of the middle comedy, in which types of

character were ridiculed. The learned epics of the fourth

century B.C. will be considered hereafter.

2. (a) The early logographers, who \vrote much on genea-

logies, were often cited by after critics both for differing on such

points from Homer, and also for their pedigrees of Homer and

the other ancient poets. (/3) The allusions to Homer in Hero-

dotus and Thucydides are frequent and highly interesting. On
the whole, Herodotus seems the more critical, as he rejects the

Cypria, while Thucydides accepts the Hymn to the Delian

Apollo, though well disposed to reject the legends of 'the

old poets.' It is also to be remarked that their references show

considerable variations from the present text. It is discussed

by Greek grammarians and by Germans whether Herodotus or

Thucydides resembled Homer more closely in style and tone

of thought
—a ridiculous debate, seeing that Herodotus was

both by temper and by education steeped in epic poetry and

ways of thinking, to which Thucydides was in most respects

antagonistic. Both these authors, however, as they treated

a definite portion of later history, only mention Homer inci-

dentally, (y) Later historians, such as Ephorus, who gave a

general history of Greece from the earliest times, naturally paid
him more attention.

3. All the philosophers were obliged to consider Homer
as the source of the popular notions, not only in theology
and in morals, but also in physics. They may be divided

either into opponents of Homer, as an immoral and false teacher,

which was the opinion of Heracleitus, Xenophanes, Pythagoras
and Plato j or allegorising interpreters, such as Anaxagoras,
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Metrodorus of Lampsacus, and Democritus, the last being the

author of the earhest Homeric glossary. The Homeric style

and language of Plato, and his constant citation of the author

whom he banishes from his Republic, has excited much attention

from critics. It would almost seem that Aristarchus had Plato's

very copy of Homer before him, so accurately do Plato's cita-

tions agree with the final Alexandrian text. Antisthenes the

Cynic, whose style and tastes were by no means so poetical,

wrote a number of tracts on special Homeric points, and indeed

Plato's attack on Homer gave rise to a controversial literature.'

The special studies of the Stoics, Cleanthes and Chrysippus,

were developed by the school of Pergamus, which adopted their

views. Aristotle's studies on Homer, which were various, led

the way for a whole series of Peripatetic commentators.

4. I will but add a word on the Sophists, who constantly

used Homeric subjects for declamation, and from whom we still

possess Encojnia of Helen ;
there are also allusions to Apolo-

gies for Paris, Encomia on Polyphemus, and other paradoxes,

5. Among the orators, Demosthenes, like every great Greek

writer, is said to have imitated Homer, but we see less Homeric

influence in his than in Lycurgus' and ^schines' speeches,

both of whom cite passages, though with considerable variants

from our texts.

This mere skeleton of the facts shows how constant and

familiar was the reading of Homer in classical days. We
might as well attempt to enumerate the biblical phrases and

influences in our own standard English authors.

§ 28. Such were the preliminary studies on Homer when he

passed into the hands of Zenodotus at Alexandria. While

he found many city editions, and private texts representing

recensions like that of Rhianus,^ as well as many additional

essays or problems, such as those of Antimachus or Aristotle,

' Cf. the titles cited by Sengebusch, Diss. Horn, prior, p. 119.
'

It may be inferred that critics of this period, and even Apollonius

Rhodius and Aratus, of Alexandrian days, were very reckless in correct-

ing the text. Timon the Sillograph is said to have told Aratus, when the

latter asked his advice to procure a good text, that he would do so, e« roti

apxaiois avTtypa.<pois ivrvyx^foi, Kol fi^ to7s ijSr] StapOw/Mtyois (Diog. Laert.

ix. 12, 6).

VOL. I. D
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we can hardly say that much thorough criticism had been

done before his day. The grammatical or philological side

was probably quite obscured by the philosophical and moral,

and lines or books were rejected rather as being unworthy
of the great poet than as violating epic usage or the tra-

ditions of the old epic dialect. For we must remember

that Homer, especially after the rejection of the inferior works

once attributed to him, became literally the Bible of the Greeks.

All religion and philosophy were supposed to be contained in his

poems, and of course, when men were determined to find these

things, they easily found them. As Seneca tells us, some made
him a Stoic, some a Peripatetic, some an Epicurean, some

even discovered him ' to be the father of the Sceptics. Never-

theless the good homely orthodox Greeks of earlier days had

attached all their moral teaching of youth to the examples and

advices given in the Iliad and Odyssey.
A good deal of adverse criticism had been expended upon

this way of looking at Homer by Plato, in the wake of Hera-

cleitus, Xenophanes, and others; but ofthese Zoilus, a rhetorician

of the fourth century B.C., the pupil of Socrates and said to be

a teacher of Demosthenes, has gained the chief notoriety.

This was because he did not recognise, like Plato, the poetic

excellence of the poems, but attacked them aesthetically and

even grammatically, as well as morally. He wrote nine books

against Homer. His name might probably have been forgot-

ten, but for the fancy of some Roman emperors, such as

Caligula and afterwards Hadrian, for depreciating Homer.

Of course they revived and favoured whatever adverse criticism

could be discovered. But it may fairly be said that, except

the work of Zoilus, which was probably more a rhetorical

exercise than a serious attempt to destroy Homer's influence,^

all the criticism which was handed down to the school of

Alexandria was rather troublesome from its consistent pane-

gyric, and even superstitious reverence for Homer, than in-

structive from its severity or justice.

'

Diog. Laert. ix. 71.

(^chol. K. 274)
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§ 29. It seems that the Alexandrian critics, when they came
to sift all these materials, and were unable to reach back even

so far as Peisistratus, laid most stress on the old editions, of

which seven city editions were then extant,' and seven kut

ai'dpa, or recensions by individual scholars, which had been

prepared from the recension of Onomacritus. It would be

most interesting to know at what exact time during the present

period these copies were taken. Seeing that epical recitation

went out of fashion when lyric and dramatic poetry was de-

veloped, and seeing that these copies were thought older and

better than those of the earliest critics, they cannot have been

later than the middle of the fifth century e.g., and possibly

somewhat earlier.

§ 30. Wlien we speak of the Alexandrian critics we almost

exclude the poets, such as Philetas, Aratus, Apollonius Rhodius,

&c., and confine ourselves strictly to the grammarians, who

brought the accumulated treasures of the great library to bear

upon the study of the text of Homer. It may indeed be said

that all philology among the Greeks, all textual and grammatical

criticism, arose from the desire to purify and to understand the

text of Homer, and then of other old poets.

The glories of the great school of Alexandria cluster about

three names—the successive leaders of the school, the two latter

each rivalling and opposing his master. Zenodotus ^ was the first

who rejected as spurious all but the Iliad and Odyssey, and

' An edition in those days meant a single official copy, preserved by

authority, from which private copies were made. The civic editions were

the Massaliotic, Sinopic, Chian, Cyprian, Argive, Cretan, and ^olic

(Lesbian). The four first were Ionic, the rest ^olic. The Massaliotic is

far most frequently quoted (twenty-nine times), the Chian next (fifteen

times). The ^olic editions seem to have been specially intended to pre-

serve the Ionic dialect of the poems among an ^olic population. The

quotations from these do not give us a very high idea of them, nor, indeed,

were the private editions much better, that of Antimachus being noted for

wild conjectures. Nevertheless, Aristarchus seems never to have opposed

them, when they all agreed (cf. Sengebusch, Diss. Horn, prior, 185-200).
2 He was an Ephesian, and flourished 300-250 B.C. The second

Ptolemy made him librarian at Alexandria, and he undertook the task of

critically revising the epic and lyric Doets.

D 2
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undertook a thorough revision of the text, which attained such a

reputation that it soon obscured all others. We unfortunately
know hardly anything of his work, and what we know is from the

criticisms of his successors.* It seems probable that he had

before him no sufficient materials, or sufficient preliminary dis-

cussion, to afford a really clear and scientific method of esta-

blishing the text. He therefore was guided partly by aesthetical

and moral considerations, partly by a love of archaisms and rare

forms. He seems to have laid special stress on Ionic forms, if

we may judge from the occasional references to him in the

scholia. But he rejected and altered with great boldness, and

so incurred the grave censure of his successors.

Before proceeding further we may notice that one of his

pupils, Hellanicus, revived the doctrine of an unknown Xenon,
and asserted the separate authorship of the Odyssey. This

was the natural and logical outcome of the criticism which had

abjudicated the Cyclic poems successively, and we may well

wonder that this final step had not been taken long before.

Hellanicus appears to have had a following
—the \iJipii:i,ovTtq

{Separatists), and their view might have prevailed but for the

determined hostility of Aristarchus, who crushed it completely
till the present century. It is now accepted by the majority of

critics.

§ 31. The famous successor and pupil of Zenodotus, Aris-

tophanes (of Byzantium), re-edited Homer from a more con-

servative as well as critical point of view. Here again we can

only speak from the hints left us by the criticisms of Aristarchus,

He checked the boldness of Zenodotus in rejections and

alterations, and based his labours on a careful comparative

study of all the best texts, especially the city texts, which were

then being acquired for the Alexandrian library. Though

* His critical edition first separated the poems into books, noted by the

letters of the alphabet. He first used the obelus, to distinguish sus-

picious lines, whereas the manifestly spurious were ejected. These pro-

ceedings are respectively called adfrria-is and rb oiiSi ypd<peiv. He also

published a glossary cf obscure Homeric words, and a computation of the

days of the action of the poems, of which a fragment is published by
Lachmann {Betrachtungettf p. 90).
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defended by his pupil Callistratus against the attacks of Arist-

archus, he did not maintain his ground, and we must deeply

regret that the labours of so careful and candid a writer have

been almost totally lost to us.' Thirdly comes Aristarchus,

a sort of king or infallible guide to later grammarians, whose

opinions were adopted by the scholiasts even when they were

aware, as they tell us, that Zenodotus or Aristophanes appeared
more reasonable.

§ 32. Aristarchus was not only a remarkable critical scholar,

but must have been a man of strong and commanding person-

ality, that swayed all those who came in contact with him. He

again edited the Homeric poems as well as the principal lyric

and dramatic authors, and besides these editions published

commentaries {vTrojjivrjfjara) and dissertations {(jvy/pafifxa-a).

Moreover, his oral lectures were attended by a crowd of eager

hearers. Thus even the unwritten opinions of Aristarchus,

taken down by his numerous pupils, became widely known.

He analysed carefully the epic use of words and phrases as

well as the epic forms of the myths, and based most of his

rejections from the text on the violation of these criteria. He
indicated his opinions by a famous series of critical marks,

which are preserved to us in the old Marcian MS. at Venice. ^

' He rejected the end of the Odyssey from >^ 297, and used the stigme
and antisigma, as well as the Kepawiov, "J", to mark a spurious passage,

whereas Aristarchus preferred to append an obelus to each line. But his

glossary seems to have been of peculiar value, and he seems also to have

composed a formal commentary on Homer.
^
They were as follows : (i) Zeaodotus' obelus,

—
, a sign universally ac-

cepted from the terrible grammarian as a mark of spuriousness, and com-

monly to be found in the margin of German texts now-a-days. (2)

Leogoras' diple, !- (called ^m\i] Kadapd, or a-n-fpiffriKTOs), used rather for

exposition, or to show a line which told against the Separatists, or an oTrof

\ey6ixfvov, or an Attic construction ; in Aristarchus' second edition it seems

to have called attention to the notes of the earlier editions. (3) The
dotted (irfpiffriy/iei'Tij) diple, Vf ,

to denote the variants from the edition of

Zenodotus, and afterwards from that of Crates also. (4) The asterisk, ?:• ,

to mark the genuine verses, in case of repetitions, whereas the re-

jected duplicates were marked with both asterisk and obelus. (5) The

antisigma and the stigme, i) and .
, were used to mark repetitions of the

same idea. It seems that Aristarchus' earlier edition was accompanied by
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There is great difference of opinion as to the real merits of

Aristarchus. Some of the Germans are disposed to raise him

above all Homeric critics and submit to his authority absolutely.

Others, such as Buttmann, think he was a pretentious and

shallow critic, if not an impostor. As he has simply superseded
all the older texts, so that all we know of Homer, saving stray

quotations, comes from his recension, we have not sufficient

materials to judge him. If we may form a conjecture from the

extreme arrogance of the man and his absolute dogmatism,
we shall not be disposed to rate him too highly; and though he

certainly surpassed most men in real grammatical knowledge
and familiarity with epic diction, it is to be feared that he was

often led by traditional reasons, and even by mere caprice, in

default of, or in opposition to, solid grounds. On one question

certainly he seems to me to have shown great prejudice
—his

rejection of the Separatist theory. He based this, we are told,

on no more sustainable argument than supposed anticipations

of the Odyssey which he found in the Iliad, as well as on the

admitted discrepancies within the Iliad itself, and on these

points he wrote a special treatise.

All three critics were too straitly bound by tradition to

venture on the theory of large interpolations in the text, if we

except the sound judgment of Aristophanes, that the end of the

Odyssey from
»// 297 was added by another hand. They con-

tented themselves with frequent rejection ofwhat they considered

spurious lines—in all 1160 were thus rejected
—and this is

commonly called athdisbig (IStTtir). But possibly Aristarchus

did this too often, rejecting the genuine, and sparing the

spurious. -Constant reference to his opinion is preserved in the

Venetian scholia on the Iliad.

a commentary, but that the second was not so, the critical marks referring

to his own and others' commentaries. His special essays were probably-

appended, or to be read in relation, to the later text. All these matters

are subject to doubt, and are inferred from hints in the scholia and lexica.

Lehrs' book De Stttdiis Horn. Aristarchi, and Sengebusch's First Hotneric

Dissertation, may be consulted for full and learned details. On the cri-

tical signs, the best book is now Gardthausen's Palaographie, p. 288

(Leipzig, 1879). Cf. also Dindorf's prefaces to vols. i. and iii. of the scholia.
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§ 33. But whatever faults we may attribute to Aristarchus,

his criticism seems sober and practical beside that of Crates,

who founded the rival school of Pergamus, and who, under

the influence of Stoic philosophy, endeavoured to thrust in

allegory where Aristarchus would only allow ordinary inter-

pretation. Still the establishment of a rival school, with its

controversies, is a fortunate circumstance, since it has preserved
for us in our scholia sundry notes, and allusions to Aristarchus'

opponents, which had else been lost. It is also to the treasures

of this school that the Alexandrian scholars owed the replace-
ment of some of their MSB., when the fire of 47 B.C. destroyed
the authentic copies of their great recensions—a loss, how-

ever, but ill compensated by transfers from the Pergamene

library.

It would require a long and tedious enumeration to give an

account of the various grammarians who carried on the work

of the great masters. I will mention but a few leading names.

Demetrius of Scepsis discussed with prejudiced acuteness the

geography in the Iliad, and especially of the Troad. It is to

Didymus' book on Aristarchus' recension that we owe almost

all our knowledge of that scholar's work. There seems no

doubt that this Didymus was copied, perhaps carelessly, by the

scholiasts of the Venetian codex. Aristonicus, about the same

time, explained the marks of Aristarchus, which were evidently

becoming ill-understood. Nicanor on the punctuation of

Homer (Hadrian's time), and Herodian on his prosody and

accents (M. Aurelius), are well spoken of, though the fashion

in Hadrian's day was to slight and even to revile Homer.

From a compendium of these four works, Herodian's Homeric

prosody, Nicanor on Homeric punctuation, Didymus' account of

Aristarchus' recension, and Aristonicus' critical marks, is drawn

the best body of scholia found in the Marcian codex A at

Venice, and excerpted in inferior MSS. At the end of the

second century A.D., independent criticism, if we except

Porphyry's, ceased, and people began to make compendiums
and excerpts of previous works. Porphyry seems to have

gone carefully into the artistic merits of the poems, but on the

somewhat absurd ground that they were to be treated as trage-
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dies. Hence he applied to them the laws laid down in Aris-

totle's Poetic concerning that kind of poetry.
• A mere compi-

lation from various works, ascribed by Eustathius to Apion, is

still extant, though in a bad and incomplete condition.

§ 34. This review has brought us down to the verge of

the dark ages. If we ask what the actual materials are which

modern scholars can use in reconstructing the texts of the Ihad

and Odyssey, we must separate these materials into commen-

taries, scholia, and texts. Our oldest and best commentary is

that of Eustathius, Archbishop of Thessalonica, who wrote in

the end of the twelfth century in Constantinople a careful

Greek commentary on both Iliad and Odyssey. He used not

only the same sources as the extant scholia, but had access to

many others since lost, and his book is valuable, though he

adopted the allegorical interpretation of the Stoics and the

Pergamene school, in preference to the Alexandrian. We
have besides the beginning of Tzetzes' commentary on the

Iliad, Manuel Moschopulos on the first two books of the Iliad,

and a prose paraphrase. A little Homeric lexicon by Apol-
lonius has survived,^ and there are explanations of Homeric

words and phrases in the dictionaries of Hesychius and Suidas.

We now come to the scholia. These are short notes

{vironriiiJiara) added in the margin of our MSS., and are the

work of different hands and ages. They are meant for com-

mentaries on the text. It may fairly be said that some authors,

such as Homer and Aristophanes, would be often unintelligible

but for these explanations, which were added at a time

when the learning of Alexandria yet survived, at least in

excerpts and compendia. We must separate here for the

first time the Iliad and Odyssey, as the value of the scholia

of the former is far superior to that of the latter. For a

' Cf. the curious details brought together on this question in Tren-

delenburg's Gram. Grcrc. de arte trag. judiciorum Keliqq., p. 73, sqq. He
shows that the quotations from Porphyry are contained in the scholia on the

exterior margin of the cod. Ven. B, while those of the interior margin are

mere compendia of these and of the far better scholia of cod. A.
^ Edited by Villoison (Paris, 1768), and again by ToUius (Leyden, 1788).

We have now an Ed. of Porphyry on the Iliad by Schrader (Leipzig, 1880).
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long time, indeed, the only scholia known on the Iliad were

those called brevia or Didymic scholia, which were taken

from various fourteenth-century MSS. and first printed by
Lascaris (Rome, 15 17), and then more completely with those

of the Odyssey by Aldus (152 1-8). These notes seem merely
such as might be of service in school teaching, and are very
short and simple.

The discovery of the Marcian codex of the Iliad at Venice,

by Villoison, and the publication of its text and scholia (Venice,

1778), known as Schol. Ven, A, form an epoch in the history

of Homeric studies. It is from these notes that we derive

all our information about the several old editions used or

produced by the Alexandrian critics. The text is also fur-

nished with the critical marks
((T)j/x£tw(reic) of Aristarchus and

his pupils, which are explained in a prefatory note.'

The best edition of the Venetian scholia A, together with

the scholia B, which are not unique, but of the same origin

as the Townleiana (Brit. Mus.), Lipsiensia, Leidensia, and

Mosquensia, was till lately Bekker's (Berlin, 1825). We have

at last from Cobet and D. B. Monro, collating for Dindorf

(Oxon. 1877), a thoroughly critical and, I suppose, final re-

vision of the text. La Roche and C. Wachsmuth have written

short essays on the critical marks of the margin, and the value

of the whole collection has been sifted in the essays of Senge-
busch and Lehrs.^

It is probable that there was a copy of the Odyssey corre-

sponding to the old Marcian Iliad at Venice also
;
but all efforts

to find it have been in vain. Apart from the scholia brevia,

which extend to the Odyssey, and which were long since

' Villoison's text, and his Prolegomena, though perpetually referred to,

are now seldom read. As most academic libraries contain the book,
a fresh perusal of this great monument of diligence and learning may
be strongly recommended. The style of the Prolegomena is very pon-

derous, and the author is perpetually digressing into all manner of col-

lateral subjects ;
but he is always instructive. The account of the dangers

he incurred in his voyage from Upsala to Venice, and of his stay there,

is very amusing, and almost rivals the famous enumeration of persecutions

by S. Paul.
^ The analysis of this vast body of scattered notes is a very difficult

task, and requires the study of an elaborate special literature on the subject.
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known, Cardinal Mai published, from the Ambrosian Library

at Milan, older and fuller scholia, which, with some additions

from Palatine and a Harleian MS., were first edited by Butt-

mann (1821), and now, as fully and completely as the materials

will allow, by G. Dindorf (Oxon. 1855).

§ 35. As to the condition of our texts, it seems that the

early mediaeval grammarians contented themselves with critical

notes and commentaries, and were not desirous to revise,

so that what has come down to us is a sort of eclectic vulgar

text, with a general adherence to Aristarchus, but fortunately

giving a good many readings from previous editors. We have,

indeed, interesting remains of an older date. In Egypt three

fragments on papyrus were found, dating not later than the

first century after Christ, and probably earlier. They con-

tain part of Q. and part of 2. There is among the papyri of the

Louvre a similar fragment of N found at Elephantine. These

very early texts offer no remarkable variations from our medi-

eval MSS., and thus supply a strong argument in favour of the

general trustworthiness of the transmission of our Greek classics.

Next in age come fifty-eight pages of very curious pictures from

an old copy of the fifth or sixth century, containing on the

back of each picture fragments of the poem in capital letters,

very like in character to the oldest New Testament MSS.
These pictures, together with the tabula Iliaca,^ the Odyssey
scenes of the Vatican (just published by Karl Woermann), and

some Pompeian frescoes, show how widely illustrations of the

Homeric poems were circulated. The pictures of tlie Am-
brosian codex (published by A. Mai, Milan, 18 19) are very

remarkable, as being perhaps the last really classical pictures

before the advent of the lower mediaeval type. The text offers

no variants of importance in the 800 lines it contains
;

it was

merely added by way of explaining the pictures. Next in age
is the Syriac palimpsest edited by Cureton (London, 185 1),

containing several thousand verses. All these fragments are

greatly inferior in critical value to the Marcian codex A in

Venice, which dates from the eleventh century, but is one of

' A marble relief with illustrations of the Iliad, now in the Capitoline

Museum.



CH. III. PRINCIPAL EDITIONS OF THE TEXT. 43

the most precious and carefully prepared in all the range of

our Greek classics. The Townley and Harleian seem to rank

next in value. From the fourteenth century we possess a great

many inferior MSS., which have no independent value.

§ 36. Bibliographical. The editio princeps of Chalcondylas

(Florence, 1488) is a very splendid book, containing the lesser

works attributed to Homer as well as the Iliad and Odyssey.
It is produced in a type unfortunately abandoned since Aldus

began to print,
^ and is now one of the rare ornaments of a few

great libraries. The two Aldine editions which follow (Venice,

1504, 15 1 7) are not to be named in comparison with it. Ex-

cept the first attempt at a commentary by Camerarius, there is

no edition of note till the very fine Heroic Poets of Greece of

Stephanus (1554). Passing by Schrevelius' edition, with scholia

and indices (Amsterdam, 1655), we come to Josh. Barnes (1711)
and S. Clarke (1724-40), with good notes, and then to Vil-

loison's learned and valuable Iliad from the Marcian codex

(1788). Wolf (1794), Heyne (1802-22), and Porson (1800)
were the most noted editors at the opening of this century.
In our own day the text has been further analysed and fixed

by the labours of Bekker (1858), La Roche, and Dindorf.

The best annotated editions are, in German, those of La Roche,

Faesi, Ameis and Diintzer
;
in English, Paley's Iliad, Hayman's

and Merry's Odyssey
—Nitzsch's elaborate commentary on the

first twelve books of the latter had led the way (1826-40)
—in

French, A. Pierron's Iliad (Hachette), with a translation of

Wolf's Prolegomena, and good notes. Ebeling's elaborate, and
at last finished, Lexicon Ho7nericum is full of materials

; Auten-

rieth's is shorter, and a mere handbook. The very complete
Indices of Seber (1604), reprinted with Clarke's Ed. (Oxon.,

1780), and Mr. Prendergast (Iliad only), also deserve mention.

Commentaries and special tracts on portions of the poems are

a library in themselves.

Translations into all manner of tongues, and in every

' The earlier Greek types were on the model of the older and finer

MSS. of the tenth and eleventh centuries. Aldus unfortunately took the

fourteenth century writing as his model, and so permanently injured Greek

printing.
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variety of style, are even still pouring from the press, though

every generation since the Revival of learning has been supply-

ing them. The literature of these translations has become

a special study, as may be seen from Bemays' Bonfi Programm

(1850) on the early Latin ones, and Penon's Versiones Homeri

AngliccB inter se cotnparatcz (Bonn, 1861), in German, W.
Henkel on the English, and W. Miiller on the German versions

;

and Mr. Arnold's Oxford Lectures on translating Jlofner

(Longman, 1861). As has been well said by the last, and,

perhaps, best translators of the Odyssey, Messrs. Butcher

and Lang (1879), every age has its own way of looking at

these immortal epics. Chapman satisfied the Elizabethan

age, while Pope breathed the spirit of Queen Anne's period
into his version

;
so that these poems, though permanent

English works, are translations
' from a lost point of view.'*

Hence we may expect no version to be final, and so long as

Greek letters are studied, and the great poems of Homer read,

countless hands will repeat the same fascinating, but never

ultimately satisfying experiment. The Faust oi Goethe, which

already can boast of forty English versions, and the Divina

Commedia of Dante, seem to possess the same curious and

distinctive feature of the highest productions of human genius.

I will only specify a few of the successive attempts.

The barbarous version of the Odyssey into Saturnian verse

by Livius Andronicus, in the days of the first Punic war, stands

alone in its antiquity. It was long a Roman school-book,

though the style shocked literary men of succeeding genera-

tions, and, if extant, would be a curious and interesting relic of

early Roman education.

After the Revival of letters there were several Latin and

hexameter versions, from Valla's (1474) to Cunichius' (1776),

in Italy. The Dutch produced a metrical Odyssey by Corn-

horst (1593), then Van Manders' Iliad (161 1), a whole prose

Homer (1658), and sundry other attempts, ending with the

recent hexameter poem of C. Vosmaer. The French, besides

older and now little known versions, have Madame Dacier's

(17 11) and many others in the present century, ending with

' Cf. also Arnold, op. cit. p. 29.
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some remarkable prose translations. The Germans contribute

Voss, Donner, and A. Jacob. England has been the most

prolific, owing to a longer and more thorough study of Greek.

First comes Chapman, then Thos. Hobbes, Pope, MacPher-
son's prose Iliad, then Cowper. In our own day it is almost

hazardous to assert that any scholar has not, at least in part,

translated Homer. The catalogue of those which occur in

any library is indeed curious. If we include short pieces,

Tennyson and Gladstone may be added to F. W. Newman,
Lord Derby, Sir J. Herschel, Dean Merivale, J. S. Blackie,

Worsley, Wright, Musgrave, Brandreth, and many others. The

Odyssey of Messrs. S. H. Butcher and A. Lang deserves special
note as a remarkable attempt to render Homer into antique

prose. Even the modern Greeks are now producing para-

phrases in their language, of which two (Christopoulos' and

Loukanis', both Paris, 1870) are cited as of merit.

The reader who has looked through this mere skeleton Hst

will doubtless excuse me from attempting the task of criticising

or comparing these myriad reproductions.

Having thus traced the external history of the preservation
of the poems down to our own day, we shall proceed to a brief

sketch of the Homeric controversy in modern times as based

upon the materials set forth in this chapter.
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CHAPTER IV.

HISTORY OF THE HOMERIC CONTROVERSY FROM THE REVIVAL

OF LEARNING TO THE PRESENT DAY.

§ 37. After the discovery of printing, and the dissemination

of copies through Europe, the history of the poems concerns

itself no longer with their preservation, now assured, but rather

with their general reputation and the criticism of their compo-
sition. The scholars of the Renaissance could not but revere the

man whom they found celebrated in all Greek literature as by
far the first and greatest of poets; but owing partly to the better

knowledge they possessed of Latin, partly to the influence of

Dante, partly to the artificial nature of their culture and their

ignorance of spontaneous art, Homer was not greater in their

eyes than Virgil
—nay rather with many decidedly inferior.

He was praised as the rival and fellow of Virgil, but not studied

with any real care. Voltaire, indeed, seems to have appreciated
the perfection ofthe details of the Iliad as compared with its de-

ficiency in plot; and still earlier, Vico had made some bold and

curious guesses about the mythical character of Homer himself

as the ideal representative of Greek epic poetry, and had been

followed by Zoega and Wood. But these isolated judgments
are of no importance.

§ 38. The first move in modern Homeric criticism was the

discovery and publication of the older Venetian scholia by
Villoison. The second and greatest was the Prolegomena of F. A.

Wolf (1795)5 based upon this discovery ;
for the scholia showed

plainly the doubts and difficulties ofthe Alexandrian editors, who

were obliged to accept and reject passages, not on the authority

of well- authenticated manuscripts, but according to laws of criti-

cism established among themselves, and based on taste, and on
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minute study of epic diction. It was plain that the manu-

scripts which we possess represent nothing older or purer than

the Alexandrian texts, it was equally plain that the Alexandrians

had before them no text approaching the age of the composi-

tion of the poems. Their best authorities were the city copies,

which were posterior to the age of Peisistratus, and none of them

written in the older alphabet. As for Peisistratus' copy, not

only had it disappeared (possibly in the Persian destruction of

Athens), but there was no city copy professing to represent it

better than the rest.

Accordingly, Wolf held that we had no evidence for the

writing down of the poems earlier than the commission of

Peisistratus. He showed that the writing down of these long

poems required not merely knowledge, but expertness in

writing, and presupposed a reading public to take advantage of

it.' This was not the condition of early poetry in Greece, as

may be seen from the brief and fragmentary remains of early

hymns and of Hesiodic teaching. The poetry of the nation

was rather that of wandering rhapsodes, who composed short

poems for special occasions, and trusted to a well-trained

memory and to a traditional style for their preservation. In the

days of Wolf there was a strong reaction in taste from learned

and artificial composition to folk-song and primitive simplicity.

Hence the rhapsodes were to him no mere repeaters or preservers

of Homer, but gifted natural poets, each pouring out his pure

and fresh utterance to a simple and receptive audience. The

shortness and independence of these several rhapsodies were

proved, in Wolfs mind, by the many discrepancies and contra-

dictions which a careful examination could show in the Iliad.

He would not, in fact, admit in it any conscious or deliberate

plan of composition.

From these premises he drew the conclusion that one

Homer could not be the author of the Iliad and Odyssey,

' To this last statement I demur. A listening public, with a taste for

poetry, is quite sufficient, provided there exist a literary class who can use

writing in the composition of their works. Cf. my arguments on the ques-

tion in Macmillaris Magazine for February and April, 1S79, in answer to

Mr. Paley.
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but that our Iliad in particular is a mere aggregate of materials,

which were accumulating for generations, until the artists of

an advanced literary epoch took it in hand to combine and set

in order these scattered fragments. This redaction removed

many traces of suture and of discrepancy, but left a large

number, and especially the conclusions of both poems, which

had been suspected and condemned even at Alexandria,

Peisistratus completed the work by authentic written copies

and orderly recitations. Homer, then, was merely the symbol
of this long, secret, national activity among the lonians, and

does not represent an individual genius.

No work on Greek philology ever created such a stir

in the world as this short book. All the German poets,

philosophers, and critics discussed it. Schiller, on aesthetic

grounds, declared it barbarous. Goethe wavered, and having

adopted it in his youth recanted in old age. W. von Humboldt
declared his assent

\
and Fichte even pronounced it, in truly

German style, to be a conclusion he had himself attained

metaphysically and a priori. On the whole, with the aid of

Niebuhr, the two Schlegels, and G. Hermann, the new theory

may be said to have taken Germany by storm. Nothing in-

dependent was done, either in France or England, on this

question till the nations had settled down after their great war.

§ 39. The Germans consider G. Hermann as the principal

writer on the subject in the period following upon Wolf's
;
but

his theories are not so much based on historical data as

on probable assumptions, and have therefore been without

lasting effect. His main merit was to see the great difficulties

in parts of Wolf's theory, and the necessity of not resting con-

tent with his book as if it were a Homeric gospel. He pointed

to the absurdity of the Homeric bards confining themselves

to so small a portion, not only of Greek legend, but even of

the Trojan war
;
then the apparent sudden silence of all these

bards in the period between the composition of Homer and

that of the Cyclic poems, which were decidedly later
; lastly,

he pointed to the universal feeling of the unity and excellence

of the Iliad and Odyssey as based on the interest and excellence

of their matter, rather than on exceptional treatment.
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Hence he assumed, what is probable enough, that the di-

dactic epic poetry, hke that of Hesiod, is really older in Greek

literature
;
that Homer was the first bard who struck out a new

path, and created a school of imitators and rivals who con-

fined themselves, as he had done, to a small portion of the ex-

isting legends. Hermann assumed no pre-Homeric materials

in Homer, but supposed him to be a great and original genius
whose work, as we have it, is enlarged and deformed by long
and disturbing interpolations. He thought the same poet had

composed a short Iliad and Odyssey, and that these were the

basis of the succeeding poems. But he confessed himself un-

able to explain the gap or silence in epic poetry from the old

Homer to the later Cyclic poems.
The point in favour of this theory, as compared with Wolf's,

is that the general plan in the poems is regarded as not the

accidental result of their aggregation, but an original outline

sketched by a master hand, and gradually filled in by expanding

episodes.

§ 40. On the other hand, Lachmann was led by Wolfs

work to apply similar reasonings to the old German epic, the

Nibelunge?i-Hed, v/hich he examined for the purpose of dis-

covering its claim to unity in the relation of its component

parts. The result of this comparative study was a more
advanced and thorough-going scepticism concerning the unity
of the Iliad. He denies, indeed, that the Iliad is a mere

aggregate of rudely joined poems without any deliberately

composed transitions
; but, nevertheless, he believes that he

has found so many inconsistencies and contradictions that he

distinctly asserts the plan of the Iliad to be the afterthought

of a clever arranger, and not an original feature in the

poem.
The views of Hermann and Lachmann may be said to

comprise under them all the various theories, or modifications

of theories, with which the classical press of Germany is

teeming, and which have caused angry controversies.

§ 41. No notable German scholar of the present day ven-

tures to hold the substantial unity and purity of either the Iliad

or Odyssey in the sense received at Alexandria, and still not

VOL. I. £
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unfrequent in England. The so-called advocates of the unity

of the Iliad—Nitzsch, Bernhardy, Bergk, and a few others-

advocate it in a sense which would astonish any ancient critic,

or any modern enthusiast for a single Homer. Instead of

obelising here and there a line, or pair of lines, as Zenodotus

and Aristarchus had done—a proceeding which, with all the

old critics together, only affected some 1160 lines in the two

poems
—these defenders of the unity of the Iliad reject books,

and parts of books, with a readiness which almost destroys

their own argument. It is, in fact, no more than the theory

of Hermann, that there was a short, simple nucleus, enlarged

and injured by great and often inconsistent additions.

Thus Bergk, the latest of them, rehandles the Iliad in a

manner more arbitrary than has been done by advanced advo-

cates of the theory of aggregation. He assumes that the original

Homer, a personage of stern and grand temper, living in the

tenth century B.C., composed a short, simple epic of such merit

that all additions can be detected by their style. Then there are

the imitators, of undetermined number, one of whom certainly

possessed much grace and elegance, and was a true poet,

though far removed from the grandeur of the real Homer.

These have composed the famous dialogue of Priam and

Helen on the walls, the parting of Hector and Andromache,
the funeral games, and the ransoming of Hector—all unworthy
of the stern original poet. It verily requires some assur-

ance to assert that in a great literary artist sternness and

tenderness are inconsistent, and to found upon it a difference

of authorship ! But this is not all.

In addition to the real Homer, and the gifted but weaker

imitators, comes the 'impertinent diaskeuast,' who re-arranged,

altered, and greatly injured the poems in reducing them to their

present form. To this man he attributes all passages in which

the Cretan chiefs, Idomeneus and Meriones, appear on the

scene. The diaskeuast had probably been hospitably treated

in Crete, was very fond of eating and drinking ;
and so he

glorifies Lemnos for its wine and Crete for its valour. He also

inserted all the eating and drinking scenes which are so pro-

minent in the Iliad, besides many other narratives, or parts of
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narratives, which are in Bergk's judgment flippant and vapid
in tone, though good literary judges have read and admired

them without any suspicion of such late and unworthy

origin.

§ 42. Nothing can prove more completely how the views of

Wolf and Lachmann have affected even their bitterest adver-

saries in Germany. There is, in fact, no writer of any note for

the last generation in that country who has ventured to uphold
the real unity of the Iliad even in the most modest way. On
the other hand, the professed followers of Lachmann are

numerous, and loud in proclaiming their victory. His at-

tempt to separate part of the Iliad into the original songs of

which it was composed has been followed up by Kochly—who
has also published an Iliad in sixteen or seventeen separate

songs
—
by Lehrs, by Bonitz, and by many others. They

differ, as I have said, from the pretended advocates of unity,

by denying that there is any plan in the patchwork of the

Iliad beyond what was brought into it by the commission of

Peisistratus. Lachmann even declares such a notion of place

as ridiculous. Bonitz thinks that all the admiration excited

in modern poets and men of critical taste is really produced

by the excellence of the details, and that this feeling is

fallaciously transferred to the plot, which has no such merit.

All these critics have fixed their attention so firmly on

prying after discrepancies, they are so outraged by inconsis-

tencies of the most trifling sort, by mistakes in the names
of heroes, by the re-appearance of slain heroes, by the in-

accuracies of chronology in the days and nights of the action,

that they have lost all sense or appreciation for the large unity
of plan which has conquered and fascinated the literary world

fo>- more than twenty centuries.

§ 43. Thus the controversy about the Iliad has narrowed

itself in Germany to a very definite issue. All critics allow

that there is considerable patchwork in the poem, that but a

small part of it comes from a single author, that there are

evidences of the incorporation of various independent lays.

There is, of course, great diversity of opinion among these

subtle and dogmatic sceptics concerning the merit of the

E 2
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individual pieces and their fitness for their place. What one

considers splendid old poetry the next considers foolish and

vapid ;
what one holds to be so out of place as to prove

manifest patchwork, the next proves necessary to the march of

the action. Yet upon many passages they are agreed, and

have brought in a verdict of incongruity. The great question

still at issue is this : Were these separate poems brought

together before the plot or after it ? Were they connected by a

poet who conceived a large plan, and who desired to produce a

great work on the wrath of Achilles, or were they a mere aggre-

gate brought together for the sake of preserving and publishing

old and beautiful lays, which by their mere cohesion formed a

sort of loose irregular plot, and by their several excellence im-

posed a belief in their unity upon an uncritical age?

§ 44. While this has been the general course of the Homeric

question as regards the Iliad in Germany, scholarship in England
has followed quite a different and isolated path. I will not say
that our English writers on the Homeric question are ignorant
of the labours of the Germans, especially of the earlier labours,

which are for the most part written in Latin. On the contrary,

some ofthem—as, for instance. Mure—show a very wide acquain-
tance with this literature. But I cannot help thinking that none

of them, except Grote, has been familiar with German philo-

logy from his youth. They have read the Germans for the

sake of the controversy, and when their minds were made up ;

so that both Colonel Mure and Mr. Gladstone study the Ger-

mans in order to refute them, while Mr. Paley is so carried

away by their arguments that he outruns even their wildest

scepticism.

§ 45. I will give a very brief sketch of the principal points

in the English history of this controversy. The arguments of

Wolf had their effect upon Payne Knight, whose Prolegomena
to his curious edition (with the digamma introduced), while

asserting very conservative views as to interpolations or aggre-

gation of parts in the Iliad, advocated the separate origin of

the two poems. He urged the usual grounds for a difference

of authorship
—differences of language, of mythology, and of

general treatment—sustaining them with profound learning
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and great acuteness. This theory was submitted to an

elaborate examination and refutation by Colonel Mure, in his

very erudite History of Greek Literature—a book which has

not received a tithe of the attention it deserved, and which

the German writers on the subject pass over with a single

sentence, as a retrograde British work a generation behind the

attitude of Wolf

Mure is, indeed, the most determined advocate of the unity

of authorship of the whole Iliad and. the whole Odyssey. He
will hardly allow even the -ifivyayioyla of the last book in the

Odyssey to be interpolated, and will only submit to the obelus

of Aristarchus where there is authority for it in the old editions

—not where the gesthetical taste of the Alexandrian school was

offended. But he holds this view with his eyes open, and after

a careful perusal of all that the Germans up to his day had

written upon the subject. Moreover, he makes good the great

standpoint of English criticism as opposed to them : it is the

principle that a large quantity of inconsistencies, and even con-

tradictions, are perfectly compatible with single authorship.

This principle has been further worked out by Mr. Glad-

stone,^ who has added many illustrations and much ingenious

pleading to the position of Mure. He, too, holds the person-

ality of Homer, his historical reality, and that both the Iliad

and Odyssey are the offspring of his genius. He has exhausted

his great ability in showing, as Mure had before done, deli-

cate touches of character consistently apphed to the same

individuals all through the poems. It is well known that

Aristarchus refuted the Separatists by a tract proving antici-

pations of the Odyssey in the Iliad. This, argument has not

been pressed of late years \
but every casual conformity is

urged as a proof of unity, while all inconsistencies and diffi-

culties are explained as the natural imperfections of a long
work composed without writing, in an uncritical age, and

addressed to uncritical hearers. The beauty and perfection

of the suspected books of the Iliad (I, O, and others) are

cited as proving their genuineness ; it is assumed that no

' Homer and the Homeric Age (3 vols., 1858) : Inventus Mundi (1869),

and in many short articles in the Contemporary and Nineteenth Century.
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number of different poets could possibly be so excellent. Even

the Alexandrian rejection of the conclusions of both poems is

disallowed. In fact, the attitude of Mure and Mr. Gladstone

is not only behind Wolf, it is distinctly behind Aristarchus and

Zenodotus. There is, I think, no other question in Greek

literature where England and Germany appear to me to have

travelled so long on such different lines
;
nor do I know any

controversy where the attitude of the two nations is more

separate and isolated, in spite of numerous quotations from

one another's writings.

§ 46. But while these respectable scholars were advocating

the vulgar beliefs of an uncritical age, Mr. Grote, with a com-

plete study, and, still more, ^vith a thorough appreciation of

German philology, matured his great chapter^ on the Homeric

poems, which contains (in my opinion) more good sense and

sound criticism than all else that has been written on the

subject either in England or Germany ; for, in addition to

his great natural ability, he combined English good sense,

and correct literary taste, with German thoroughness of eru-

dition. He agrees with Payne Knight on the divided author-

ship of the Iliad and Odyssey, but does not separate them in

age by any serious interval. He advances beyond him by

admitting what the Germans had unanimously accepted
—the

want of connection of parts in the Iliad. The arguments of

W. Miiller, G. Hermann, and Lachmann forced him to see

the inconsistencies of the Iliad to be more than mere forget-

fulnesses. But he does not admit the necessity of supposing
more than two authors—one of an Ac/iiUeis, the other of an

Iliad. He constructs an ingenious theory about the piecing

together of these poems, and the possibility of resolving the

Iliad into its component parts. As to the hypothesis of an

aggregation of independent lays, mechanically combined in the

time of Pcisistratus, he refutes it by arguments so strong that I

can hardly conceive them else than final. Whatever doubts

may remain as to his positive theory on the construction of the

Iliad, his general review of the German authorities up to the

year 1854 is of inestimable value to the English reader.

' Hist, vf Greece, part i. chap. xxi.
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The theory of Grote, received with great respect and con-

siderable adhesion in Germany, has not yet triumphed among
us over the old-fashioned views advocated by Mr. Gladstone—
not at least generally, for there are many English scholars who

have of late shown tendencies towards a critical attitude.

§ 47. But after many years Grote's labours have borne their

fruit in the learned work of Professor Geddes, of Aberdeen,

who has taken up and expanded them into a peculiar and in-

genious theory of his own.' Accepting the severance of the

Iliad into an AchiUeis and an Iliad, he spends much ingenuity

in showing that the AchiUeis is by a different and an earlier poet,

whose psychology, mythology, and personal character are ruder

and less artistic than those of the later poet, but who possesses

certain massiveness and fierceness which are very striking.

The tastes and the beliefs of this poet point, he thinks, to

a Thessalian origin ;
and this accounts for such features as his

love of the horse, an animal common only in a few parts of

Greece, and his limited geographical knowledge, which is well-

nigh confined to the northern ^gean. But as to the rest oi

our Iliad, Professor Geddes advances a long way beyond Grote,

and, indeed, opposes him, holding that it was not only the

work of one poet, but that this poet was also the author of the

Odyssey, and the real Homer. This conclusion he seeks to

establish by showing that the strong contrasts between the

AchiUeis and the rest of the Iliad are all contrasts carried out

in the Odyssey as compared with the AchiUeis. He is, in fact,

a chorizoniist, or separator, but draws his line through the middle

of the earlier poem and not at its close. In mythology, in

manners and customs, in the use of peculiar words and

epithets, he draws out tables to show that the Odyssey and

the Odyssean cantos of the Iliad agree, and are opposed to the

Achilleid.

With his separatist arguments I am perfectly satisfied, and

think he has brought valuable evidence in detail to show the

critical sagacity of Grote in guessing the truth on general

grounds ;
but his positive theory is vitiated by accepting what

Grote and all the men of his day accepted
—the unity of the

• The Problem of the Homeric Poems (1879).



S6 HISTORY OF GREEK LITERATURE. CH. iv.

Odyssey. Writing, though in 1878, without regard to Kirch-

hoff's work, he thinks that any hkeness in the 'Ulyssean' cantos

of the IHad to any part of the Odyssey proves unity of author-

ship in these cantos. This evidence rather proves that the

same school of poets was at work on both poems, and that

the framers of the Odyssey were either contemporaneous with

the completers of the Iliad, or copied closely the Ionic features

which appear in the '

Ulyssean
'

cantos. I am still disposed to

place the Odyssey as a whole later than the Iliad, and '

in

the old age of Homer,' as the Greek tradition expresses it
;
but

no doubt some books of the IHad, such as K, ^, and fi, may
be as late as the lays of the Odyssey.'

' This theory of Professor Geddes receives curious corroboration from a

German source which he never quotes, and which may therefore be looked

on as supporting him on perfectly independent grounds. Sengebusch, in his

monumental Dissertationes Homerica (prefixed to Dindorfs Teubner text

of Homer) developes a most important Homeric theory, altogether in pur-

suance of the remaining fragments of Aristarchus' criticism, which is to him

the infallible guide in these matters. Adopting from Aristarchus the Attic

origin of the Homeric epic, he believes the tradition that Homer, or his

parents, or at any rate his poetry, passed with the Ionic migration to los,

then to Smyrna, and that there, in the new Ionic home, the Iliad and

Odyssey saw the light. But he also holds that epic poetry in Athens was

not indigenous, and came with Eumolpus, as the legend says, from Pierian

Thrace or Thessaly, the original home of the Olympian worship of the

Muses. These Thracian singers separated into Heliconian (Boeotian)

and Attic, and from the latter arose the poet or the school which passed
into Ionia. Moreover, Sengebusch rejects all arguments to prove that

the Odyssey is younger than the Iliad, or by a different school of poets

—here, too, following in the wake of Aristarchus. In all its main features

this theory of Sengebusch, which is sustained with masterly ability, and
with a knowledge of the Homeric scholia such as few possess, is upon the

same lines as Professor Geddes' book, though Sengebusch divides his

homage for Aristarchus with his homage for his master Lachmann so far

as to admit against Aristarchus that a school of bards working together may
have composed the poems, but within a very few years, as the Nibehiiigen-
licd is said to have been put together between 1190 and 1210 a.d. Thus

Sengebusch would hold that the earlier epics composed in Thrace or Attica

had disappeared, while Professor Geddes holds that they have distinctly

survived in the Achiileid. If our English scholars would but acquaint
themselves with the rest of European study on their subjects, some general

agreement might not be impossible.
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§ 48. The atomistic theory of both Iliad and Odyssey has,

moreover, received unexpected support from the rise of com-

parative mythology into philological importance. For upon
this theory the legends of the siege of Troy are mere echoes

of immensely older solar myths ;
the names of the heroes

are adapted from those of solar phenomena ;
and extreme

easiness of belief on this point is compensated by a corre-

sponding scepticism as to the age of their combination into

larger unities. The most prominent advocate of this view is

Mr. F. A. Paley, who not only accepts the destructive criti-

cism of Wolf, Lachmann, and all the Germans, but even

refuses to the commission of Peisistratus the fabrication of the

poems, and believes that the Iliad and Odyssey did not receive

their present form till the time of Plato.' He bases this

judgment on the facts (i) that the quotations from Homer in

earlier authors do not correspond with our text; (2) that the

earlier art of the Greeks in sculpture, vase painting, and tragedy

seems to have borrowed very little from our present text,

though perpetually reproducing other Trojan legends; (3) that

there are late forms of language in the poems, and blundering

archaicisms
; (4) that the common use of writing, required for

the composition and dissemination of the poems, cannot be

proved earlier than the days of Pericles. He advances to the

position that possibly Antimachus of Colophon, or some obscurer

contemporary, put our Iliad and Odyssey together from loose

materials—in the words of Dio Cassius, 'having got rid of

Homer, he introduces to us instead Antimachus of Colophon,
a poet whose very name we hardly knew.' What we do hear

of Antimachus is this : that he was a notably frigid and unsuc-

cessful epic poet, contemporary with Plato
;

that his poems
were extant, and are quoted in the Venetian scholia by the

Alexandrian critics
;
that he prepared an edition of the Iliad,

which is quoted constantly in the same scholia as one of those

Kar cirdpa, and as inferior to and more recent than the city

' The following tracts contain Mr. Paley's various restatements of his

theory : On Quintus Smyrnmts &'c. (1876) ;
Homents Peridis atate, ^c.

(1877) ; Homeri qua nunc extant, ^'c. (1878) ;
and his article in Macniil'

lan^s Magazine for March, 1879.
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editions, when it differs from them. These facts surely dispose
of the claim of any such new Homer, if it were not already

sufficiently absurd to imagine the noiseless and unnoticed birth

of the two great epics in a literary and critical age.

It is moreover only by inventing an impossible epoch that

Mr. Paley has found a date for the composition of the poems.
He places it after the Tragic poets and before Plato, who knows

and quotes our text. But Sophocles and Euripides were com-

posing tragedies until Plato was of age, and the latest of these

plays show no greater familiarity than those of yEschylus with

our Homer. This silence then of the dramatists must have

been intentional, and proves nothing for Mr. Paley.
^

Again, the absence of reference in Greek tragedy to the

subjects of the Iliad and Odyssey cannot be explained by their

non-existence as epics, for it would equally demonstrate the

non-existence of the separate lays which compose them, and

would thus prove infinitely too much, as not even Mr. Paley
will assert that the jiiaterials of the epics were not old. If they
existed as separate lays, their excellence would have secured

their frequent imitation, but for the only tenable reason—the

conscious abstaining of later Greek art from touching these great

masterpieces. Thus the Odyssey carefully avoids all iteration

of, or even allusion to, the Iliad.

The assertion of the late dissemination of writing in Greece

has been disproved by the actual existence of old inscriptions.

I cannot here turn aside to discuss the linguistic arguments
of Mr. Paley, but will only refer to Mr. Sayce's supplementary

chapter in this volume, where it is shown, with a full apprecia-

tion of Mr. Paley's objections, that no really recent origin can

be inferred from the grammatical complexion of our text. I

will add, moreover, that the newer researches into Homeric

language prove in many respects not its recent, but its exceed-

ingly ancient complexion. This is, I believe, more strictly the

case with Homeric syntax, so far as it has been examined.

§ 49. The history of criticism on the Odyssey, which has

' The reasons of /Eschylus, the father of tragedy, for preferring other

legends than Homer's are well explained by Nitzsch in the second volume

of his Sagenpoesie der Griechen.
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been necessarily touched in the foregoing sketch, is somewhat

simpler than that of the Iliad. Wolf, who felt so strongly the

piecemeal character of the Iliad, declares himself as struck at

every fresh perusal with the harmony and unity of the Odyssey.
Grote, who wonders that critics have commenced with the

more complicated and difficult poem, asserts that the question
of unity would never have been raised had the Odyssey alone

been preserved. The most trenchant dissectors of the Iliad,

and those who stoutly maintain it to be an aggregate without

any presiding plan among the authors of its fragments, confess

that the Odyssey differs in the much greater method and clear-

ness of its structure, and at least represents the work of a far

more experienced arranger. Nevertheless, the Germans could
not but admit large interpolations. Even Nitzsch, Baumlein,
Schomann, Bergk, and other defenders of its unity, admit this,

nor do any of them maintain the conclusion (from i// 296 to

the end) which Aristophanes had already rejected.
But the effect of pulling to pieces the Iliad at last began

to tell on the Odyssey. The task of hunting for supposed
discrepancies and the sutures of divers accounts is too con-

genial to the German analyst, and too well suited to his tone

of thinking, to permit so large and complicated an epic as the

Odyssey to escape his censure. So, beginning from Spohn's
tract (1816), and Kayser's Program of 1835, a series of acute

monographs have assailed the consistency of the Odyssey, and
endeavoured to show that this poem also is made up of several

special songs, at least four in number, with interpolations
besides. By far the ablest of these critics and their acknow-

ledged master is A. Kirchhoff,' whose views are now generally

adopted and developed by the Atomistic school.

While this writer shares with his countrymen their over-

subtlety, and not very convincing a;sthetical judgment as to

what is good and bad, or as to what is excusable or inex-

cusable, in an old poet reciting to an unlettered and uncritical

audience, he nevertheless shows with real force many evidences
of patching in the Odyssey which had hitherto escaped other

scholars. He makes it very probable that the advice of

' Die Composition der Odyssee (Berlin, 2nd ed., 1879). Cf. Appendix B.
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Athene to Telemachus in a is made up not very skilfully from

the subsequent narrative. Still more clearly he shows how the

action is too manifestly delayed by the absence of any direct

reply of Odysseus to the point-blank question of Arete as to

his name and family.^ He also shows grounds for asserting

that the long narrative (^•-/x) put into the first person in Odysseus'
mouth was adopted from older narratives in the third person.
He discovers two inconsistent reasons, one natural and the

other miraculous {v 429), for the non-recognition of Odysseus.
He believes therefore that the old nostos of Odysseus was

greatly enlarged, and endeavours to show, on various grounds,
that this took place somewhere about 01. 30. His theory
seems very parallel to that of Grote on the Iliad, who holds

the shorter, and I think older. Wrath of Achilles to have been

expanded by the borrowing of whole books from a longer
Iliad (cf. below p. 524.)

§ 50. The examination of particular passages throughout the

Odyssey has not yet been carried out by the Germans Avith

their accustomed detail, but enough has been done to bring
the latest advocates of its unity, Bergk and Faesi, to admit

large interpolations. I do not think the theory of a me-

chanical aggregation by Peisistratus is now held by any man
of sense in Germany ; it being universally allowed that the

plan is an essential part of the composition, and that it is

considerably older than the famous commission. Mr. Paley
alone ventures to class it in this respect along with the Iliad,

and bring down its compilation to those well-known and critical

days when every new poem was named and claimed by a jealous

author.

The controversy concerning the composition of the Odyssey
is growing hot in Germany, and is likely to occupy a leading

place for some years to come
; but, as well as I can make

out, the main point at issue is not quite the same as in the

case of the Iliad. The theory of aggregation of short lays

being very improbable, and that of a plan guiding the compo-
sition or adaptation of the lesser unities being generally

' Cf. the interpolation o 270-97 with j8 209, sq. ;
and rj 238, to which

no answer is vouchsafed until i 19.
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accepted, it remains to account for tlie numerous passages

which are, in the opinion of German critics, out of harmony
with this plan, and so inconsistent with it that they cannot

have been composed by the poet who framed the general nar-

rative. On the one hand, the school of Kirchhoff, represented

by Friedliinder, Bonitz, Hartel, and others, hold that these

passages
' are vamped together, or arranged by the poet who

was uniting the adventures of Telemachus with the return of

Odysseus, and who framed the main narrative of Odysseus'

travels as a recital by the hero himself. They hold that

original passages were deliberately left out, or changed into the

form in which we now have them, and that the unskilfulness

with which this has been done lets us see when and why it

has been undertaken. Kirchhoff rejects altogether as un-

scientific the assumption of interpolations, unless a distinct

reason can be assigned which prompted such interpolation.

This great principle, which ought to become a canon

in criticism, is a terrible blow to the speculations of his

opponents, who accordingly attack him vehemently. Of

these Diintzer, Heimreich, Kammer, and Bergk maintain

that they can restore the primitive form of the Odyssey

by merely extending the proceeding of Aristarchus, and

rejecting as interpolations such passages as are inconsis-

tent in thought, or unworthy in style, when compared with

the genuine poetry of the Odyssey. They allow large room

for critical taste, and accordingly differ widely as to the merit

or demerit of sundry suspected passages. To assert the unity

of the Odyssey in any honest or real sense is now nearly as

obsolete in Germany as it is to assert the unity of the Iliad.

It is even very unusual to find competent critics, like Senge-

busch, who will assert that the Odyssey and the Iliad even

in part come from one poet or from poets of the same

age and school. Professor Geddes is led to this view by as-

suming the Odyssey to be one and indivisible, and finding

close correspondences in certain parts of the Iliad
; Senge-

busch evidently by the authority of Aristarchus, who asserted

' Such as a 269-302, ju 370-390, v 94 compared with 50 (the same day).
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the author of the Iliad to have anticipated the Odyssey in many
of his allusions.^

§ 51. A calm review of this long controversy suggests

several curious reflections, which have so large an application

that they can hardly be here out of place. The first point

which strikes us is the remarkable contrast of attitude be-

tween the English and German critics. The Germans, one

and all, lay the greatest stress on matters of detail; and it is

quite an admitted axiom among them that any passage incon-

sistent with the general argument, or illogical, or merely re-

peating a previous idea, cannot be genuine. Of course they

quarrel violently over their facts, some declaring against pas-

sages which others assert to be necessary to the text and of the

highest importance. Secondly, it is generally asserted among
them, though not universally admitted, that passages of inferior

merit come from the hand of interpolators, and are also to be

rejected; but as the question of poetic merit is purely sub-

jective, and as the Germans are not over-competent, though

very positive as regards it, the admission of this principle ne-

cessarily destroys all chance of ultimate agreement. Thirdly,

it seems tacitly assumed by them all, that all the interpola-

tors or imitators, or later poets, if such there were, must be

inferior to the older and more original bards. Without this

assumption, the second, principle is in absolute jeopardy ;
and

yet why may it not constantly be false? Thus the poet of the

last book of the Iliad, generally believed to be later than the

rest, is surely a poet of the very first order, and in the opinion
of any fair critic this book must be held superior to many of

those which precede it. It is even highly conceivable that the

very excellence of a later lay might be the cause of its recep-

tion in an older and poorer composition.

The English, on the other hand, are all impressed with the

fact that no large plan can be carried out without a great deal

of inaccuracy in the details, even in critical days; they cite

modem poets and novelists who have been guilty of the grossest

blunders of this kind; they maintain that such things are abso-

' All the works of the German authors mentioned will be found enume-

rated in the notes to Bonitz' fourth edition of his excellent pamphlet On the

Criginof the Homeric Poetns.
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lutely to be predicted in long poems, composed without writing,

for an uncritical audience, in an uncritical age. They regard all

the dissection of details by the Germans as the result of irrele-

vant subtlety, provided a general harmony of plan, of diction,

and of character can be established. They have taken great

pains to show such harmony, especially in the characters, and
have even applied psychological subtleties to explain away
great inconsistencies, as in the cases of Agamemnon and Hector.

This contrast of attitude is so strong that it has blinded each

nation to the importance of what has been said by the other,

unless we admit the explanation that few scholars of either

nation are able to appreciate accurately the force of an argument
in the tongue of the other. They read, indeed, and quote each

other
;
but it is certain that to apprehend and weigh the force

of an intricate and tedious polemical statement, the reader

must be able to run along quite easily in the language of the

writer. It is the absence of this facility which produces both

the general contempt and the occasional veneration shown

by the two nations for each other's work. The natural results

have followed. Each side spoils by exaggeration a very strong
case. While the Germans exhibit a ridiculous pedantry in many
of their criticisms, and often rouse the astonishment ofthe reader

by the dulness of their literary judgments, they have certainly

made good too many flaws and contradictions to be overlooked

and explained away. While the English are, on their side,

too subtle in discovering harmonies, and over-generous in con-

doning blunders, they have certainly made a strong case for a

general unity of plan in both poems, and their arguments on
this point, if read with any care, might have made the Germans
less confident in their assumptions. There is but one critic—
Grote—who seems really at home in the writings of both sides

;

accordingly he has propounded an intermediate theory on the

Iliad, which is, I conceive, not far from the truth. Had he

continued to study the question after Kirchhoff's analysis of

the Odyssey became known, he might have modified his views

on this poem. The absence of all reference in his notes to

the work of Kirchhoff makes it plain that he had not followed

up the controversy beyond the date of his fourth edition.
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CHAPTER V.

GENERAL REMARKS UPON THE ORIGIN AND THE
CHARACTER OF THE HOMERIC POEMS.

§ 52. It will not be here necessary to give a formal analysis

of the Iliad and Odyssey, inasmuch as the texts are in every
scholar's hands, and even those who are not familiar with

Greek can study them in many excellent English translations.

For our purpose it will be sufficient to sum up the general results

attained by the long controversy on their origin, and offer some

suggestions as to the points decided, and the points still in

doubt. It is hardly requisite to add a word on the literary

aspects of the poems, or to undertake to assist the student in

his survey and his appreciation of them.

Looking in a broad way at the arguments for and against

the unity of each poem, as bearing upon the unity or di-

versity of authorship, we may say that there is no contro-

versy in which each side has been more successful in proving
its case, and yet has more signally failed to overthrow its

opponents. This is the impression which the controversy
will make upon most unbiassed readers. As long as we study
the advocates of the single author, so many undesigned coin-

cidences, so many hidden harmonies, such consistency in the

drawing of character, such uniformity in diction—in fact, such

a cloud of witnesses are adduced, that the poem seems cer-

tainly the plan of a single mind. On the other hand, v/hen

we turn to the subtler analyses of destructive critics, they
show us such a crowd of inconsistencies, such wavering in

the drawing of character, such forgetfulness of any general

plan, such evident traces of suture and agglomeration, that the
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poem falls in sunder, and discloses a series of ill-matched

fragments. But, as the advocates of unity are unable to smooth

over these breaks and haltings, so the advocates of plurality are

unable to destroy the strong impression produced in favour of

a fairly consistent and harmonious plan. In fact, I am distinctly

of opinion, that the moderate and critical advocates of the

general unity even of the Iliad, as conceived and carried out

by a single genius, hold the strongest and the most durable

position. But hitherto, and especially in England, they have

ruined their case by wild exaggerations, and by putting a greater

strain upon our faith than it will bear.

§ 53. Thus, for example, they not only insist upon the

unity of authorship of each poem separately, but that both

are the work of the same man. This is one of the points

which modern criticism has, in my opinion, finally decided

in the negative. In the absence of any good evidence for

the common authorship of the poeins, the differences are

quite sufficient to prevent us from assuming so improbable
a hypothesis. The whole tone of the Iliad and Odyssey

is, to my thinking, contrasted. The poet of the Odyssey
is more quiet and reflective ; he writes as a poet by pro-

fession, and alludes to others of his class as attached to

various courts. He lives and moves not in Asia Minor, and

close to the Mount Olympus of Bithynia, but in western

Greece, and with his interests turning towards the fabled

wealth of the western Mediterranean.' To him Mount

Olympus is not a snow-clad visible peak, but a blessed habi-

tation of the gods, where frost and storm are unknown. The
lions that are so perpetually stalking through the coverts and

prowling about the folds in the Iliad, are only described five

' On the other hand, Bergk (LG. i. p. 741) acutely points out that

the troubles of the city of Erythras, which are repeated from the history of

Ilippias by Athenaeu? (vi. 259), have so marked an analogy to the proceed-

higs of the suitors in Ithaca—even the name of Irus recurring
—that he

believes the poet of the Odyssey to have lived in the neighbouring and

closely connected Chios, and to have painted his scenes from contem-

porary history. But a temporary sojourn would have been sufficient to

suggest the subject, and hence Bergk's argument can only prove that the

poet knew Erythrge, not that he lived at Chios.

VOL. I. F
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separate times in the Odyssey, and once at least with a com-

plete ignorance of their habits.^ Above all, there is a careful

avoidance of all direct allusion to the Iliad, which seems

nevertheless distinctly presupposed by the poet This is hardly

explicable if both proceeded from the same hand, but is easily

reconcilable with the attitude of a conscious rival and fol-

lower. But all these details are as nothing when compared
with the difference of tone, which is perfectly convincing to

those who feel it.

The arguments adduced against these reasons are, in my
opinion, either of no intrinsic weight, or based upon a grave
misstatement of evidence. First comes the cl priori assertion,

that the coexistence or close succession of two poets of such

genius is inconceivable. But we may reply, that the composi-
tion of the Odyssey is perhaps a century or more subsequent
to that of the Iliad, and, in any case, whatever the law of the

appearance of poetic genius may be, history shows that the coex-

istence of the greatest poets is rather the rule than the exception.

§ 54. Next comes the confident assertion, that the consistent

tradition of the Greeks assigned the two poems to the same

author. This is a serious misstatement, and the more likely to

mislead because it is not absolutely false. The real state of

the facts is as follows. When we examine the traditions of the

earliest historical age in Greece, we find ascribed to Homer,
not the Iliad and Odyssey alone, but a vast body of epic

literature, including a collection of Hymns, and several comic

poems, in some of which there are even passages in iambic

metre alternating with hexameters. Above all, let it be remem-

bered that some of the cyclic epics, then commonly attributed

to Homer, were composed by known poets, and within histori-

cal times. The name of Homer was, therefore, used in the

same general way as we usually speak of the Psalms of David,

though many of them not only make no claim to be composed

by David, but are even distinctly assigned to other authors. In

Greek literature the names of Hesiod and of Hippocrates were

' Cf. 5 791, f 130, I 292, X 402, with 5 335, repeated in p 126, where

a doe is represented as leaving her young in a lion's lair—a perfect ab-

simlity. Lions are simply mentioned a few times in addition (/c 212-8,

C456, A 610).
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used in the same manner to denote a whole school of a pe-

culiar kind.

This simple and uncritical attitude reaches down to the

days of Pindar, who seems to ascribe all the cyclic epics to

Homer, and recognises no other early poet except Hesiod

The critical labours of the commission of Peisistratus, and of

such men as Theagenes of Rhegium, began to open men's eyes

to the impossibility of holding this view. Herodotus questions'

the Homeric authorship of the Cypria and the Epigotii. Plato

only once cites the Cypria, and as the work of an unknown poet.

He appears from his other numerous quotations to have recog-

nised only the Iliad and Odyssey as genuine ;
whereas Thucy-

dides had still acknowledged the Hymns as such, and still later

Aristotle quotes the Margites as a poem of Homer..

It appears, then, that of all our authorities on this question,

down to the Alexandrian epoch, there is only one (Plato) who

seems to hold that the Iliad and Odyssey, and these alone,

were the work of a single Homer. Nor is even this to be

asserted positively, but merely as an inference from his silence

on the pseudo-Homerica, or where he notes the existence of

such apocryphal poems. We rather find successive critics dis-

allowing work after work which had been attributed to the

author of the Iliad, and we find that the two poems which

resisted this disintegrating process longest were the Odyssey
and Margites. It is even quite possible that the earliest attacks

on the Odyssey may have preceded Aristotle's time.

But it must be kept in mind that those who may have

allowed the Homeric authorship of the Iliad and Odyssey,
after rejecting the rest, were opposing a feeling the very reverse

of that which they are now quoted as opposing. They pro-

tested against too many works being ascribed to the poet ; they
are now quoted as if they had protested against too it^ being
ascribed to him. This is a totally different question, and one

which they did not examine. The so-called consistent evidence

of all old tradition as to this unity of authorship is really only
the evidence of those who believed that every epic came
from Homer ; then of those who believed that a great many
epics and other poems came from Homer

; finally, of those who
F 2
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were so occupied in rejecting other weaker claims upon his

name, that they had not yet thought of discussing the claims of

the Odyssey.

§ 55. That day, however, did come at last, and there was a

school whose members carried their scepticism to this point.

\Miat its fate would have been is hard to say, had not the great

Aristarchus crushed it by his authority. He was determined to

put down the advance of this scepticism, which would doubtless

have next assailed portions of the Iliad
;

and he succeeded.

But the importance of the controversy is proved by his having

written a special treatise against the Chorizontes, in which he

sought to prove the common authorship of the two poems.
It is very creditable to his sagacity that he endeavoured to

prove it by the only argument which could become conclusive

—
by showing anticipations of the Odyssey implied in the Ihad.

All other harmonies can be explained as the result of conscious

agreement on the part of the later poet. A large body of unde-

signed anticipations in the older poem might indeed convince us.

But Aristarchus' book is lost, and his modern followers have not

attempted to sustain his position with reasonable evidence.

Until, therefore, some new evidence is produced, which is well-

nigh impossible, there seems no reason whatever for assuming
the Iliad and Odyssey to be the product of a single mind.

§ 56. Having thus disposed of the arguments in favoui of

this larger unity, we must approach the exaggerated attempts to

show that each of the .poems as a whole, with the exception of

a stray Une here and there, and perhaps the end of the Odys-

sey, is the work of a single poet developing a logical plot.

Here the advocates of unity have really the verdict of antiquity

to some extent with them, for although the Doloneia (k) in the

Iliad and the last book were much suspected, the sceptics of

those days did not venture on the hypothesis of the absorption

of lesser poems in the texture of the whole, and Aristarchus

believed that all the difficulties could be removed by obelising

inconsistent lines or sentences.

But here, again, I protest in limine against the evidence of

the Greek public, or of any other public, being called in to settle

a question of which no public can be a competent judge. What
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higher authority upon poetry, say our opponents, can you have

than the consent of ages ? What more infaUible verdict than

that of successive nations and centuries ? All these have felt the

Iliad and Odyssey to be unities, and shall not this evidence out-

weigh the doubts of critics and the subtleties of grammarians ?

All this plausible talk is founded upon a capital ignoratio ele?ichi.

It is perfectly true that the public is the ultimate and best

judge of literature in one sense—that of its excellence—and that

there is no instance of a bad work surviving for ages in public

esteem. But surely it is absurd to set up the public as a judge

of the unity of a plot, or the exact composition of an intricate

system. On the contrary, uncritical readers are quite certain

to imagine unity and consistency in any work handed down

to them as one, however incongruous or contradictory its

details. Thus the Psalms of David strike the average reader as

the effusions of a single bard, in spite of headings asserting the

contrary. Thus too the Book of Common Prayer would pass

for the work of a single school, if not of a single pen, though
there are plain traces of compromise between parties all through
it. And so with a thousand other instances. The public,

then, is no judge whatever of the unity of a poem, though an

excellent judge of poetic merit.

§ 57. Let us now examine the alleged unity of the Iliad

more in detail. The arguments advanced by such men as

Colonel Mure and Mr. Gladstone, both expert controversialists,

are of this kind—general uniformity of diction, general and
even minute consistency in the characters, general sameness of

style. They urge that when the poem is handed down by
tradition as a single whole, these additional marks of design
and unity are conclusive against attributing it to various poets.

What they say, even though greatly exaggerated, has much

weight against the advocates of an aggregation of shorter poems
by a subsequent arranger, but has no force against the advocates

of an original Iliad of moderate dimensions dilated by successive

additions or interpolations. For in this case the enlargers or

interpolators would take what care they could to observe har-

monies of character and diction, and would do so sufficiently to

satisfy the vulgar, though unable to deceive accurate criticism.
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This is in fact exactly the case. The unity which strikes every-

one at first reading gradually breaks up when we are brought to

reflect upon the logical coherence of the parts.

I am very far indeed from asserting the critical principle

assumed as obvious by many Germans, that wherever there is

plain violation of logical consistency, we have not the work of a

single poet telling his own story. The history of modem lite-

rature, even in a critical age, shows ample instances of direct

contradictions in the undoubted works of the greatest authors.

But all these cases, so far as I know, arise from forgetfulness

of details, and cannot be adduced to excuse such large impro-

babilities as we encounter through the Iliad. Yet^ even in

detail, I know not whether any parallel could be found (among

great writers) to the narrative from H 313 to 9 252, during
which at least two days and nights elapse, and a series of incon-

sistent events.—among others the building of a great fortifica-

tion with gates
—are crowded together, while the dead are being

buried. Both Hermann and Lachmann ^ have brought out the

details. Thus the fact that the same heroes are killed two or

three times over may pass as unimportant, but how shall we
defend the utter confusion of motives in the second book, the

first view of the Greek chiefs by Priam from the wall in the

tenth year of the war, the fear of Diomede to meet some god in

the form of Glaucus, when on the same day and in the same
battle he has by divine instigation attacked and wounded both

Ares and Aphrodite ? How shall we defend the complete for-

getfulness through all the rest of the poem of two great scenes
—the single com.bat of Hector and Ajax, and the capture of the

horses of Rhesus by Diomede ? In the peipetual encounters be-

tween Hector and Ajax all through the battle at the ships, Ajax
never once alludes to his success in the single combat, though
it was the common habit of Homer's heroes to boast of such

things. In the races of the twenty-third book, Diomede con-

tends with the horses he took from yEneas in the fifth book,
and no mention is made of the much finer horses which he

carried off in the tenth. Some allusion to them here was not

only natural, but necessary, if a single poet had been thinking
'

Betrachtuugcn zttr Ilias, p. 24.
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out his story. More generally, the promise of Zeus that by
the retirement and wrath of Achilles defeat and ruin shall come

upon the Greeks, is followed in the Iliad by a series of brilliant

victories on the part of the Greeks ;
and we are well-nigh tired

of the slaughter of the Trojans, before the least ray of success

dawns upon them. This is not the work of a single poet carry-

ing out a definite plan, but the work of later hands enlarging,

and even contradicting, the original intentions of the author.

§ 58. But what was this plan, and what the work of the origi-

nal author? I will endeavour briefly to sketch what seems to

me the most probable theory, though it is obvious that no con-

structive criticism can be so safe or convincing as the mere

exposure of flaws and defects.

It has already been shown that allusion is made by the

authors to many earlier lays as in existence, and even as pre-

supposed by the Iliad. There are endless details about the

earlier history of the heroes, about their genealogies, and about

the adventures of the gods, which are referred to as well known
and current. It is almost certain that there were some lays on
the actual subjects of the Iliad which were adopted or worked
in by the poet. Every early poet makes free use of earlier

materials, nor is there in the history of primitive literature any
instance where the first great advance was not based on previous
work. The attempt to discover and to sever out these primi-

tive elements of the Iliad has been prosecuted by the Germans

long and laboriously enough to show its utter futility. No two

of the dissenters can agree, and if they did, they would fail to

convince any candid critic that their results were more than

guesswork. But they have undoubtedly shown many sutures

and joining lines, so that, while failing in detail, they may fairly

be said to have established their principle.

But all these debts of Homer to earlier lays are held to

be debts of detail, and it is asserted, with good reason, that

the new feature in the Iliad, and a principal cause of its suc-

cess, was its splendid plan. Instead of singing the mere

prowess of special heroes, or chronicling the events of a war,

the great poet who struck out the Iliad devised a tragic plot,

into which he could weave character and incident, thus actually
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anticipating, as Aristotle clearly saw, the glories of ^schylus
and his successors. The wrath of Achilles equalises the forces

on either side, so that the characters and prowess of the lesser

heroes appear ;
the friendship of Patroclus, his death and the

fury of Achilles, the death of Hector—all these events are

brought out under one idea—the wrath of Achilles.

§ 59. While agreeing with this view, and convinced as I am
that this working in of details under a plot was the secret of the

Iliad's greatness, I must insist upon two reservations : first,

the plot was not absolutely original ; secondly, it was unusually

capable of extension.

It has not been remarked by any of the critics, that among
the earlier lays mentioned in the Iliad, there is one which is of

a far larger and more epic character than the rest— I mean that

briefly told by Phoenix in the ninth book concerning the Life

and Death of Meleager. There are here the materials for a

splendid epic
—the anger of Artemis, the ravages of the wild

boar, his pursuit and death, the quarrel about his spoils, the

consequent war of Curetes and ^tolians, the mother's curse on

Meleager, his sullen refusal to help his country, the supplica-

tions of all his kindred, the storming of his city, his wife's

prayers, his sudden reappearance and victory, his untimely

death— all this (except the end) is told by Phoenix with a direct

application to the wrath and sullen inaction of Achilles.

Though this part of the ninth book probably did not belong
to the original poem, it seems so early an addition, that its

evidence as to the diffusion of the Legend of Meleager is to be

trusted, and that the wrath and refusal of Meleager to help his

country may have been the spark which kindled in the mind of

Homer the plot of the Achilleis. There are ample differences

and ample originalities in the Iliad to remove all pretence for

asserting any plagiarism. I merely mean to say that if the short

epic about Meleager was, as it seems to be, older than the

Iliad, its leading idea is reproduced in the later poem.

§ 60. We come to the second and more important feature

above mentioned, the elastic nature of the plot. When the wrath

of Achilles withdrew him from the field, and the Greeks began
the struggle without him, it was quite natural that other heroes
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should endeavour to supply his place, and to avert the defeat

which ultimately showed him to be necessary to his country-
men. But though the original poet may have designed and
carried out some such extension, especially where Patroclus

comes out to fight, still the present extensions of the plot are so

distinctly at variance with the main idea, that we must at once

admit the interpolation of considerable portions of the present
text. Thus the long section which embraces books B-H is

plainly foisted in by successive bards, when they sang the

epic among Greeks who felt a national jealousy for the prowess
of their ancestors, and who would not tolerate their defeat

without inflicting greater loss upon the Trojans. This is really

carried to an absurd length. The Greeks without Achilles are

far more than a match for the Trojans. For every Greek that is

slain at least two Trojans fall, and so we are brought to feel

that these books were composed by poets actually contradicting
the idea of the great tragic master who framed the plot.

It is likewise remarkable that these portions of the Iliad

refer to events which are misplaced in the tenth year of the

war, but highly suitable at its commencement. Such are the

Catalogue, the viewing of the Greek heroes by Priam and

Helen, the single combats of Paris and of Hector with Mene-
laus and Ajax. All these matters, as Grote clearly saw, belong
to an Iliad, but not to an Achilleis, and an Achilleis the origi-

nal poem must have been most indubitably. When Mure says,

in support of the unity of the poem, that it is inconceivable how
all the greatest poets of separate lays should have confined

themselves to the events of a few days in the tenth year of the

war, he simply assumes an absurdity, and argues from it as a

fact. The events just mentioned, and the arista'cz of most of

the heroes, will suit any earlier period in the war, and even

needed a little adjustment, a few omissions and additions, to

make them fit their place as indifferently as they now do.

The second, third, and seventh books were perhaps adapted
from an earlier Iliad for mere expansion's sake, or to transfer

to a nobler place poetry which was being lost by the growing

splendour of a newer Iliad. The aristeia of Diomede is probably
due to the recitation of the Iliad at Argos, where the poem was
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very popular, and where the national hero must be made to play
a prominent part. Thus a kingdom is made for him in the

Catalogue, which is simply cut out of the empire of Agamem-
non, though plainly inconsistent with it, and the hero himself is

drawn quite as fearless and as invincible as Achilles. But in

the later books (except the twenty-third) he almost completely

disappears.

The arming and acts of Agamemnon, in the eleventh book,

appear to me another such interpolation, probably for the pur-

pose of recitation at Mycenae, for in the original plot the King
of iVlen seems to be a weak, chicken-hearted creature, always

counselling flight, or finding fault with his inferiors, and not

the almost superhuman being he is here represented. In the

same way I cannot believe that the acts of Patroclus are in the

least consistent with his character and reputation all through
the real Achilleis. He is nowhere spoken of as a wonderful

hero, inferior only to Achilles in valour, but as an amiable

second-rate personage, who keeps on good terms with everyone,

and who obtains leave to bring out the Myrmidons to battle.

I believe that in the original Achilleis he made but a poor

diversion, and was presently slain in fair fight at the ships by
the great Hector, as indeed the later books distinctly imply.

But the subsequent poets who recited in the interests of Greek

vanity made him slaughter Trojans all day, and at last robbed

Hector of his glory by introducing Apollo and Euphorbus to

help him.

§ 6 1. This brings me to the strongest and clearest incon-

sistency in the whole of our present Iliad—the character and

position of Hector. It has been common among the English
conservatives to boast of the wonderful harmony and accuracy
of each character in the Iliad, and they quietly assume the

whole of their facts as incontrovertible. But surely we need

not trouble ourselves about their arguments, if we can deny and

disprove their preliminary facts. That there are many subtle

and striking harmonies I will not deny, but will assert what

has hardly been yet touched upon in this country, that there

are abundant and striking inconsistencies also. I have alluded

to some of these—the fear of Diomede on meeting Glaucus,
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the various pictures of Agamemnon, the sudden splendour of

Patroclus ;
but all these are nothing when we come to the case

of Hector.

Critics, old and new, have felt the remarkable contradic-

tions in the drawing of this famous hero, and yet none of them

have ventured to suggest the real explanation. Even Mure
and Mr. Gladstone confess that in our Iliad he is wholly-

inferior to his reputation ;
'he is paid oif,' say they,

' with

generalities, while in actual encounter he is hardly equal to

the second-rate Greek heroes.' ^ Yet why is- he so important
all through the plot of the poem ? Why is his death by
Achilles made an achievement of the highest order ? Why are

the chiefs who at one time challenge and worst him, at another

quaking with fear at his approach? Simply because in the

original plan of the Iliad he was a great warrior, and because

these perpetual defeats by Diomede and Ajax, this avoidance

of Agamemnon, this swaggering and
'

hectoring
' which we now

find in him, were introduced by the enlargers and interpolators,

in order to enhance the merits of their favourites at his expense.

It seems to me certain that originally the Hector of the

Iliad was really superior to all the Greeks except Achilles, that

upon the retirement of the latter he made shorter work of

them than the later rhapsodists liked to admit, that he soon

burst the gates and appeared at the ships, that Patroclus was

slain there after a brief diversion, and that in this way the whole

catastrophe was very much more precipitated than we now find

it. I suppose that even when Achilles returns to the field,

these interpolations continue, that the battle of the gods comes

from quite a different sort of poetry than the worldly epic, and

that possibly the book of the games, and the last book, were

added to the shorter plot. But it is likely that these additions

must have been made very early, and by very splendid poets,

for I cannot think with the Germans that such poetry as

the ninth and twenty-fourth books of the Iliad is one whit

' I should not fail to add that Mr. Gladstone finds no difficulty in re-

conciling all these inconsistencies, and even attacks the dissectors of the

hero, in an article entitled The Slicing of Hector {Nineteenth Century foj

Oct. 1878).
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inferior to the best parts of the original poem. It also appears
to me that the interpolators must have handled both the original

poem and their additions or adaptations very freely \
for if my

view of Hector be correct, they must have taken out achieve-

ments of his, and put in those of Greek heroes instead, at the

same time adapting stories from the earlier history of the war

to suit the altered time and circumstances.

§ 62. No doubt the strongest objection to this theory of

the formation of our Iliad in most people's minds will be, not the

groundless assertion about so many great poets having confined

themselves to so short a period of the war, which I have set

aside, but rather the assumption of the mere existence of more

than one poet of such eminence, not to say of several, or even

of a school of such splendour. I think this argument, which at

first sight appears strong, depends upon a want of appreciation

of the varying state of society, and its effects upon litera-

ture. There are ages, sometimes primitive, sometimes simple,

where a school or habit of thinking will produce from a number

of men what another age will only attain in high individual

exceptions.

Here are two welI-kno\\Ti instances. It is impossible for

all our divines in the present day to produce prayers written

in the pious English of our Book of Common Prayer. There

is a certain depth of style, a certain '

sweet-smelling savour
'

about it which is almost unique in our language, and now

unapproachable. But this book is not the work of a single

man, or even perhaps of a
{*i.\\, but of a considerable number,

who have nevertheless attained such unity or harmony in their

way of thinking and of translating (from the Latin), that it is

not easy to find the least inequality or falling off in any part
These men were not all Shakespeares and Miltons, but they
were men who belonged to a school greater than any individual

can ever be.

Let us consider another case not very dissimilar. The age
of the Reformation produced in Germany an outburst of devo-

tional poetry, which is preserved in the countless collections

of old hymns still sung in the Protestant churches. Many
of these hymns are assigned to well-known and celebrated
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authors, such as Martin Luther, some to men otherwise un-

known, others again are anonymous. But in hterary merit

there is a curious evenness about them. They do not differ in

any way as the poetry of great and Httle poets does in our day.

The same lofty tone, the same simple faith, the same pure lan-

guage pervades them almost all. And yet both these examples
are from ages very literary and developed as compared to the

age of the epic bards in Greece. I conceive, therefore, that this

evenness of production, this prevalence of a dominating tone,

has made it possible for the work of several hands to coalesce

into a great unity, in which the parts are all great, and, in the

opinion of many, all worthy of the whole.

§ 63. But the destructive critics would not have recourse to

this argument, because they deny the fact which I have assumed.

Many Germans find parts of the Iliad wholly unworthy of the

rest
; they wall even tell you the line where a worse poet began,

and where the greater poet takes up the thread again. This

criticism is so completely subjective, so completely dependent

upon the varying taste and judgment of the critic, that I for-

bear to enter upon it. Many passages which they think un-

worthy seem to me tlie finest poetry ;
and if I were to select a

specimen of what seems to me an evident and most disturbing

interpolation, I should choose the lines fl 527-52, which dilu*^e

a splendid scene, but which are nevertheless accepted as belong-

ing to their present place by Aristarchus, and even by all the

destructive critics of late days.

§ 64. The theory which I advocate has many points of

resemblance with that of Grote. But I do not think all the

books which disturb the Achilleis belong to one other poem,
or Ilias, as he does. I think they were separate lays, perhaps

composed, perhaps adapted, for their place. It seems too that

the part of Hector in the tragedy has been tampered with more

seriously than he suspected. I further agree with Voltaire and
the best destructive critics in Germany in thinking, that though
the Ihad has a distinct plot, and though this plot was the direct

cause of its several lays attaining to their present fame in the

world, yet the pleasure which educated men now take in the

Iliad is not in its plot, but in its details. It is for splendid
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scenes, for touching episodes, for picturesque similes, that we
love the Iliad most, and not for its economy or structure.

The successive events are sometimes so loosely connected

that we come to suspect the commission of Peisistratus of

having found many diverging versions, and of having co-ordi-

nated them, in preference to suppressing them all save one.

This is more particularly the case with the similes, with which

the Iliad abounds. In spite of the ingenuity and the reverence

of critics in defending them, these similes are often excessive

and disturbing to the narrative, they often repeat the same facts

with hardly any variation, and when we find two or three co-

ordinated without adequate reason, it seems as if different recit-

ing rhapsodes had composed them separately, and then the

commission included them all in their comprehensive edition.'

§ 65. These are the principal reflections which suggest them-

selves upon a critical survey of the Iliad. It would be idle in this

place to rehearse again the centuries of praise which this immor-

tal poem has received from all lovers of real poetr}'. While the

historian and the grammarian will ever find there subjects of

perplexity and doubt, every sound nature, from the schoolboy

eager for life to the old man weary of it, will turn to its pages
for deep human portraits of excitement and of danger, of

friendship and of sympathy. So purely and perfectly did the

poet of that day mirror life and character, that he forgets his

own existence, and leaves no trace of himself upon the canvas

which he fills with heroes and their deeds. He paints what he

conceives an ideal age, older and better than his own, but paints

too naturally not to copy from real life enough to let us look

through the ideal to the real beneath. The society thus revealed

I have already elsewhere described.^

§ 66. We turn to consider the Odyssey. Though there was

controversy in old days about the priority of the Iliad, it seems

quite settled now^ that we must look upon the Odyssey as a later

poem—how much later it is impossible to say. The limits

assigned have varied from those who believed it the work of

' Cf. especially B 55-83.
^ Social Life in Greece, chaps, i. and ii.

* Schomann alone suggests [Jahiis Jahrb. vol. Ixix. p. 130) ihit the

Odyssey may have been ihe model for the framers of the Iliad.
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the same author in old age, to those who place it two centuries

later (as M. E. Burnouf does), owing to the difference of its

plan and style. But, as Bonitz says,^ if not composed in the

old age of Homer, it was composed in the old age of Greek

epic poetry, when the creative power was diminishing, but that

of ordering and arranging had become more developed. The

plot of the Odyssey is skilfully conceived, and on the whole

artistically carried out, even though modern acuteness has found

fault with its sutures. But critics seem agreed that the ele-

ments of the Odyssey were not short and disconnected lays,

but themselves epics of considerable length, one on the Return

of Odysseus, another on the adventures of Telemachus, and
these the chief

The drawing of the characters is perhaps less striking, but

more consistent than in the Iliad. The whole composition
is in fact tamer and more modern. The first faint pulse of

public opinion apart from the ruling chiefs is beginning to be

felt
;
the various elements of society are beginning to crystal-

lise. The profession of poet, which was either unknown or

does not chance to be mentioned in the Iliad, is made
one of importance, which the author strives consciously to

magnify. Instead of constant battles, and perpetual descrip-
tions of blood and wounds, we find that mercantile enterprise
and the adventure of discovery are awakening in the Greek

mind. Luxuiy seems increased
;
and the esteem for chivalry

retires before the esteem for prudence and discretion. The

gods, who still act, and perpetually interfere in the life of men,
are beginning to act upon more definite principles, and with

somewhat less caprice and passion. The similes, with which

the Iliad abounds, and which even there are less frequent in

the later books, become almost exceptional.

§ 67. It has been said, with a good deal of force, by the advo-

cates of the unity of the two poems, that all these differences may
be accounted for by the difference of the subjects; that in a poem
of travel and adventure we must expect these very variations.

But even granting this, the choice of the subject seems

rather the consequence than the cause of the altered feelings

' Der Ursprung dei- Hoincrischen Gedichte, 4th ed. p. 39.
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and customs. With the blood and wounds, and the rude camp
life of the IHad before him, the poet who ventured upon a com-

petition with so great a forerunner deliberately set himself to

find contrasts, not only in treatment, but in plan. He may

fairly claim to have surpassed the Iliad in the latter feature
;

and even in the former, there is more charm about the Odyssey
to a calmer and more reflective age, than about the fiercer

Iliad. The Greeks of histoncal times, who were always trying

to stimulate in their citizens military valour—a quality in which

most Greeks were deficient enough—taught their children the

warlike poem with this intent, and praised it above all others

for this reason. Their approval was taken up by the gram-

marians, and handed on to modern critics
;
but it seems to

rae doubtful whether it is not founded wholly upon the educa-

tional feeling among the Greeks. Unbiassed critics will now-

a-days read the Odyssey oftener, and with greater pleasure.

Most of the Germans think that there is a marked falling

off in the second half of the poem ;
that the character of the

hero becomes exaggerated, and the narrative generally confused

and injured by repetitions of the same idea. It would not be

difficult to defend many of the points they have attacked, and

to maintain that the trials of the unrecognised Odysseus in his

own palace among the dissolute suitors are most artistically

varied and prolonged in order to stir the reader with im-

patience for the thrilling catastrophe. It is generally agreed
that there are spurious additions at the end. Again, Kirchhoff

has argued that the double reproof of Penelope's incredulity by
Telemachus and by Odysseus is not consistent, and shows signs

of patching. Again
—and this is no matter of detail —it is clear

that there are in the poem two distinct reasons to account for

the non-recognition of Odysseus on his return home : first, the

natural changes of twenty years' toil and hardship ; secondly,

the miraculous transformation effected by Athene for the pur-

pose of disguise.

These and other similar objections to the original unity of

the Odyssey are not likely to occur to the general reader, or to

disturb him, seeing that they had never occurred to the acutest

critics before Kirchhoff. Thus Sengebusch, whose writings
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(so far as they are known to me) date prior to Kirchhoff's

book, is very severe on the Chorizontes, and ridicules all their

attempts to prove the Odyssey younger than the Iliad, or made

up of parts various in age. His arguments, however, though

very strong against the minor points urged, do not touch

the later and more serious attack.' Professor Geddes is con-

tent, with Wolf and Grote, to assume the unity of the Odyssey
as unquestioned, and the whole of his Homeric theory is

based upon this assumption. These critics have the authority

of Aristarchus. But his assumption of the unity of the Iliad

must have vitiated his great argument about its anticipations

of the Odyssey. If several hands contributed to each poem,
it was certain that some of the later Than poets knew the

. Odyssey, at least in part ; nay, it is very likely that the same

poets contributed to both, as has been shown by the researches

of Professor Geddes. Hence, harmonies of this kind between

the Iliad and Odyssey would only prove a gradual construction

of both in a school with fixed craditions and intent on avoid-

ing manifest contradictions.

§ 68. It may be fairly expected that I should not conclude

the subject without giving a brief summary of the general re-

sults attained by this long controversy.

We may assume it as certain that there existed in Ionia

schools or fraternities of epic rhapsodists who composed and

recited heroic lays at feasts, and often had friendly contests in

these recitations. The origin of these recitations may be sought
in northern Greece, from which the fashion migrated in early

days to Asia Minor. We may assume that these singers became

popular in many parts of Greece, and that they wandered from

' His most ingenious point is his escape from the difficulty about the

Kimmerians, whose mention in A. 14 is held to prove that that passage was

composed after the appearance of the nation in Asia Minor, circ, 700 B.C.

Sengebusch notes that there were Xeijue'pioj in Epirus ; that Aristarchus

probably on this account rejected the variant Kep^fpiuv, but preserved the

Ionic form Kififiipiwv, as the home of the legend came from that country ;

finally, that this very passage suggested the name which the Ionian Greeks

gave to the devastating invaders who overran Asia Minor, and who were
not really so called. Cf. Jahn's Jahrbiicher, vol. Ixvii. p. 414. But all

this seems argutius quam verius.

VOL. I. G
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court to court glorifying the heroic ancestors of the various chiefs.

One among them, called Homer, was endowed with a genius

superior to the rest, and struck out a plot capable of nobler and

larger treatment. It is likely that this superiority was not

recognised at the time, and that he remained all his life a

singer like the rest, a wandering minstrel, possibly poor and

blind. The listening public gradually stamped his poem with

their approval, they demanded its frequent recitation, and so

this Homer began to attain a great posthumous fame. But

when this fame led people to inquire into his life and his-

tory, it had already passed out of recollection, and men sup-

plied by fables what they had forgotten or neglected. The

rhapsodists, however, then turned their attention to expanding
and perfecting his poem, which was greatly enlarged and called

the Iliad. In doing this they had recourse to the art of writ-

ing, which seems to have been in use when Homer framed his

poem, but which was certainly employed when the plan was

enlarged with episodes. The home of the original Homer
seems to have been about Smyrna, and in contact with both

^ohc and Ionic legends. His date is quite uncertain; it need

not be placed before 800 B.C., and is perhaps later, but not

after 700 e.c.

When the greatness of the Iliad had been already discovered,

another rhapsodist of genius conceived the idea of constructing

a similar but contrasted epic from the stories about Odysseus
and Telemachus, and so our Odyssey came into existence—a

more carefully planned story, but not so fresh and original as

the older Iliad. Both poets lived at the time when the indi-

vidual had not asserted himself superior to the clan or brother-

hood of bards to which he belonged, and hence their personality

is lost behind the general features of the school, and the

legendary character of their subjects. An age of rapid and

original production is not unlikely to produce this result. Thus

Shakespeare, among a crowd of playwrights, and without any

prestige, did not become famous till the details of his life were

well-nigh forgotten. The controversies concerning his plays

have many points of analogy to the disputes about Homer.

When the name of Homer became famous, all epic compo-
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sitions pretended to be his work, and he gradually became the

hero eponymos of the schools of rhapsodists. Hence the first

critics began by disallowing the Homeric origin of various in-

ferior and later compositions. This process had in later classical

times gone so far as to reject all but the Iliad and Odyssey.
With an attempt to reject even the Odyssey, ancient scepticism

paused. No Greek critic ever thought of denying that each

poem was the conception and work of a single mind, and of a

mind endowed with exceptional genius. The attempt of the

Wolfian school to prove them mere conglomerates has failed.

They have proved that there was extensive interpolation, but

all attempts to disengage the original nucleus have failed.

§ 69. It is indeed sad that the historian of Greek literature

must devote all his attention to these dry discussions when he

comes to treat of the most charming among Greek books, the

oldest and the most perfect romance in European society. All the

characters of the Odyssey live before us with the most wonderful

clearness. Even the old servants, and the dogs, are life-portraits;

and Plato has not attained to a more delicate shading of cha-

racter than may be found in the drawing of the various ladies,

or of the insolent suitors, who crowd upon the scene. When
we hear that Sophocles took whole dramas from the Odyssey,
we rather wonder that Euripides did not do so also

; nor can

we allege the imaginary reason in Aristotle's Poetic, that the

plot was too simple and well-articulated to afford more than

one drama. For it is really very complex and ingenious. The

gradual approach of the catastrophe after Odysseus' return in

disguise is wonderfully exciting, and thrills the mind at the

twentieth perusal as at the first. The portrait of the hero is

an essentially Greek ideal, with the ingrained weaknesses of

the Hellenic character fully expressed in him, yet, on the

whole, superior to the fierce and obstinate Achilles. But the

outspoken admission of guile and deceit in Odysseus pro-
duced a gradual degradation of his character in the cyclic

poets, in Epicharmus, and in tragedy, while Achilles escaped.
In fact, educational tendencies censured the general inclination

to knavery, and exalted the somewhat deficient quality of

physical courage, wherever they were found described in the

c 2
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Bible of the Greeks. Nevertheless, Odysseus was the Jacob of

the nation, the real type and patriarch of the Ionic race.

I will conclude by pointing out a peculiarly poetical trait in

the character of Penelope, which seems to me to speak a long

world-experience, and very little of that buoyant simplicity of

early times and primitive manners which are usually lauded in

Homer. Nothing is at first sight stranger than the obstinate

scepticism of Penelope at the end of the story. She who had

for years sought out and given credence to every strolling

vagabond's report about her husband, cannot persuade herself,

when he actually returns, to accept him ! And yet, nowhere has

any modern poet given us truer and deeper psychology. To a

nature like Penelope's, the longing for her husband had be-

come so completely the occupation of her life—'grief filled

the room up of her absent lord'—had so satisfied and en-

grossed her thoughts that, on his return, all her life seemed

empty, all her occupation gone, and she was in that blank

amazement which paralyses the mind. For after a great and

sudden loss, we know not how to prepare ourselves for a

change, however happy, in our daily state, and our minds at

first refuse to accept the loss of griefs which have become

almost dear to us from their familiarity. Such a conception

we might expect from Menander or from Shakespeare. In

Homei it is indeed passing strange.
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CHAPTER VL

THE CYCLIC POETS AND THE BATRACHO-MYO-MACHIA.

JESOV AND BABRIUS.

§ 70. It is not the plan of this book to notice the lost works
in Greek literature, except so far as it is necessary for the under-

standing of the remaining treasures. Those who desire to see

all that can be said on the obscure subject of the cyclic poets

may consult Welcker's Epischer Cydiis, where the greater

part of three volumes is devoted to the discussion of notices

and fragments in themselves of little value, and to an estimate

of the genius of poets whom the ancients neglected or despised.
The few facts elicited by his very long discussion are easily
summed up.

It is a salient fact in Greek literature that originality in each

kind of composition was exhausted when the next in order

sprang up. Thus, the long period which elapsed from the first

outburst of epic poetry to the rise of iambic and lyric poetry,
as well as the earlier epochs of these species, was filled with a

series of epic writers who treated subjects similar to those of

the Iliad and Odyssey. But we are told that no later poet
whatever covered this particular ground, owing, it is said, to

the great excellence of the real Homer, who far distanced and
silenced all competition. It would be safer to assert that all

the poets who did sing of these subjects were either embodied
in the Homeric poems, or, if not, were immediately thrown
aside and forgotten. I have already shown (p. 73) that the earlier

lays discernible in the Iliad were by no means confined to the

tenth year of the war, but may have suited any period subse-

quent to the landing or before the death of Hector. To us,
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however, no separate poet remains who is knowoi to have

trodden on the ground of Homer.

It was once commonly believed that the remaining epic

poets equally avoided touching upon one another, that they

composed their poems upon a fixed chronological plan, each

resuming where the other had finished, and so completing an

account of what is called the Epic cycle, from the birth of

Aphrodite in the Cypria down to the conclusion of the Nostoi, or

Telegom'a, of Eugammon. But it seems clearly made out now
that no such fixed system of poems existed

;
that the authors,

widely separated in date and birthplace, were no corporation

with fixed traditions
;
that they did overlap in subject, and

repeat the same legends ;
and that the epic cycle does not

mean a cycle of poems, but a cycle of legends, arranged by the

grammarians, who illustrated them by a selection of poems,
or parts of poems, including, of course, the Iliad and Odyssey,
and then such other epics as told the whole story of the Theban

and Trojan wars, down to the conclusion of the heroic age.

§ 71. We owe chiefly to the summary of the grammarian

Proclus,' which is preserved to us, the following list of the

poems and subjects, (i) The Cypria, in early days attributed to

Homer himself, then denied to him by Herodotus
(ii. 117) and

other sound critics on account of variations from the Iliad and

the Odyssey in its legends, was generally cited anonymously,
as in the Schol. Ven. on the Iliad. Later on, Athengeus and

Proclus speak of Stasinus, or Hegesias, or Hegesinus as the

author. It was called Cypria, either because the author of

the poem came from Cyprus, or because it celebrated the

Cyprian goddess x^phrodite, and detailed from the commence-
ment her action in the Trojan war. This fact of itself shows a

standpoint quite foreign to the Iliad. The poem was, how-

ever, an mtroduction to the Iliad, telling a vast number of

myths, and leading the reader from the first causes of the war

up to the tenth year of its duration. It is easy to see that such a

vast subject loosely connected must have failed to afford the

artistic unity which underlies the course of the Iliad. (2) The

*
Cf. Dindorfs Schol. Grcrc. in Iliadem, vol. i. (Pref.) p. xxxi, sq.
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^ihwpis, in five books, by Arctinus of Miletus, the oldest

certainly known epic poet, who is generally placed about the

I St Olympiad (776 B.C.), and called a pupil of Homer. This

poem reached from the death of Hector to that of Achilles,

and told of the arrival of the Amazons and the Ethiopians to

aid Troy. It was even tacked on to the Iliad by a modifica-

tion of the last line. Achilles was the central figure of the

poem, and appears to have been treated with breadth and

power. He slays Penthesilea, and then feels a pang of re-

morse on beholding her beauty. This is ridiculed by Thersites,

whom he kills in a fit of passion. Antilochus, who seems in

some sort to have been the Patroclus of the poem, is slain

by Memnon while endeavouring to save his father, Nestor.

Achilles then slays Memnon, and is himself slain, in his pursuit

of the Trojans, by Paris. The contest for the arms of Achilles,

and the suicide of Ajax, concluded the y£t/iiopis, if, indeed,

the poem called the Sack of Ilium, by the same author, in

two books, was not originally connected with the yEthiopis.

(3) But the arrangers of the mythical cycle preferred, on the

Sack of Troy, a poem of Lesches called the Little Iliad, by
Pausanias also the Sack of Ilium. This Lesches was a Lesbian,

and contemporary with Archilochus (about 01. 30). He re-

lated, apparently in more of a chronicler's than a poet's spirit,

the events from the contest about Achilles' arms to the actual

fall of Troy. Odysseus was his principal hero. (4) The Nostoi,

in five books, by Agias of Troezen, but often quoted anony-

mously. He sang of the adventures of the heroes apart from

Odysseus, especially the Atreidae, and described the regions
of the dead in a passage referred to by Pausanias. (5) The

Telegonia, by Eugammon of Cyrene, who is placed about the

53rd 01. He described the adventures of Odysseus, Tele-

machus, and of Telegonus, son of Odysseus and Circe, and

thus completed the Trojan cycle. It is hardly necessary to give

similar details about the Theban cycle which has no interest

to us except that the tragic poets borrowed largely from it.
^

' The principal poems of which we have any report are the epic of

CEdipus, ascribed to Kinsethon, then an old Thebais by an unknown poet,

followed by the Epigoni of Antimachus of Teos. The capture of QEchalia,

and the epics on the Minyans, lie outside this series, but akin to it.
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§ 72. Unfortunately, the extant fragments of these poems
are so trifling

—
amounting in all to some sixty lines—as to afford

us in themselves no adequate means of judging their authors'

merits. They are all quoted in the appendix to Welcker's

Epischer Cycliis, and the main body of that work is an ingenious

attempt to vindicate the old cyclic poets against the systematic

neglect or even disparagement of classical days
—I mean the

neglect of them as literature, though they were the great mine

from which the tragic poets drew their plots. On the other hand,
Colonel Mure, in his excellent second volume, has put together
all that can be learned from analysing the extant fragments,
and has based an adverse verdict strictly on two famous

judgments preserved to us in the Poetic, of which this is the

substance, Aristotle compares the nature of the tmity re-

c^uisite for history, which he calls merely chronological, and

that for poetry, which must be logical ;
nor is it enough that the

action should be laid in one division of time, or centred about

one hero. He further distinguishes in poetry the epic and

the tragic unity, of which the former is the larger, and admits of

episodes, while the latter is shorter and stricter. But in speak-

ing generally of the unity of story in both epic and tragic

poetry, he asserts that almost all epic poets had been content

with a mechanical unity, whereas Homer, with superior tact,

whether instinctive or acquired, had chosen subjects of which

the parts are easily comprehended and naturally grouped under

a real and logical unity. In this he contrasts him especially

with the authors of the Cypria and the Little Lliad, and ob-

serves that only one, or at most two, tragedies can be derived

from the Iliad or from the Odyssey, whereas many can be de-

rived (and indeed were derived) from the Cypria, and at least

eight, which he mentions, from the Little Iliad. Unfortunately,

this latter passage in the Podic (c. i-^ is hopelessly corrupt,

and conflicts not only with the plain facts of the history of

tragedy, but with other statements in this very treatise. It is

said to be absurd (c. 18, § 4) to work the whole Iliad into one

tragedy; it is further asserted (c. 27, § 13) that from any epic

poem many tragedies may be formed—an obvious fact, and in

accordance with actual literary history. No doubt ingenious
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critics have found means of reconciling these inconsistencies
;

they make Aristotle speak at one time of the central plot only
of the Homeric poems ;

at another of the whole poems, in-

cluding the episodes ; they emend the text, and by these and
other contrivances devise a theory which they endeavour to

force upon the facts.

I prefer to set aside the criticisms of the Poetic, either as

not being the genuine text and sense of Aristotle, or else, as

showing in that great man such a traditional reverence for the

Homeric poems as made him an unsafe critic when they were

concerned. The unity of the Iliad is not adequately sustained

or highly artistic. Many tragedies could be, and have been,

legitimately constructed from it. As far as we can see, the

poem of Arctinus was similarly grouped about a central figure—
Achilles, whose death was the climax— but introduced im-

portant and striking episodes. It is therefore better to refrain

from using the so-called authority of Aristotle in this matter.

Colonel Mure, however, arguing from this, and from the

low esteem shown by the rest of our authorities, degrades
the epic cycle to a series of metrical chronicles maintaining no

proper unity, and dealing, moreover, not unfrequently in low and

disgusting details. He is no doubt right in showing that the

portraiture of many of the tragic heroes, especially of Menelaus

and Ulysses, which is so different from that of Homer, comes
from the cychc poems ;

when he asserts that the poets put
themselves forward too prominently, as compared with the self-

effacement of Homer, he says what is probable with later poets,

but not provable from our fragments. I need not prosecute the

matter further, but will conclude by observing that several good
critics, such as Welcker and Bemhardy, place Arctinus above the

others. They attribute to him the origination of the Amazonian
and Ethiopian legends ; they see in his fragments seriousness

and tragic gloom as compared with the lighter and less

dignified Lesches. Beyond this cautious thinkers are now
slow to venture. The rest of the cyclic poets are hidden from

us in a gloom which only the discovery of a new MS. may
some day dispel. Even Quintus Smyrnseus, whose Posthomerica

cover much of the ground occupied by them, seems not to
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have used them diHgently, or to have reproduced their treat-

ment.

§ 73. The present place seems the most proper to give an ac-

count of the Batracho-myo-machia (often cited as /.ivo/^axia for

shortness), or ' Battle of the Frogs and Mice,' which is the only
mock epic remaining to us in early Greek literature, and which,

though it excited little attention of old, has given rise to many
translations and imitations among the Italians and French

since the Renaissance. The poem, as it now exists, con-

sists of 316 hexameters, and though far removed from the

style and power of Homer, to whom it was generally attri-

buted in uncritical days, has more merit than is conceded to

it by recent commentators. By some authorities Pigres, the

son of Artemisia, to whom the Margtfes is also ascribed, is

named as the author—a theory adopted by Baumeister, and

to which I should unhesitatingly subscribe, as the most un-

likely tradition in the world to be false, were not Pigres already

reported the author of the Alaigites. This obscure poet may
have been suggested by critics who felt that the work was

not Homer's, and could find no more likely person than the

accredited author of another sportive poem, once called Ho-
meric also. This consideration makes the authorship of Pigres

not improbable, but rather doubtful. There is evidence—from

the familiar allusion to writing at the opening, from the

mention of the cock (v. 193), from the Atticp use of the article,

and the frequent shortening of vowels before mute and liquid

{Atticce conrptiones, as they are called)
—that in the present

form the poem cannot date from a time much earlier than

^schylus, and that it is, besides, corrupted and interpolated

considerably by far later hands.

The plot is witty, and not badly constructed. A mouse,
after escaping from the pursuit of a cat, is slaking its thirst at a

pond, when it is accosted by a frog, King Pufif-cheek, the son

of Peleus (in the sense of muddy), who asks it to come and see

his home and habits. The mouse consents, but the sudden

appearance of an otter terrifies the frog, and makes him dive,

leaving the mouse to perish, after sundry epic exclamations and

soliloquies. A bystanding mouse brings the tidings to the tribe,
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who forthwith prepare for war, and arm themselves, sending a

formal declaration to the frogs. The deliberations of Zeus and

Athena, 'as to what part they will take in the war, are really comic,

and a very clever parody on Homer. Then follows quite an epic

' vv. I 60-200:

"fls Spa (pccvriffas UttAois ivedvaev airavras.

Q(l>py)Kas 5' ei^ov Ka\<ov yKoepuiv airh crevrKajv,

N (pvWa 5e Tuiv Kpa/x^wv eis acririSas eS fiffKi^aav,

^jxos 5' o^vffxoivos iKarrrcf jiaKpos a,p7)pei,

Koi TO K€pa Kox^^iiiv Xe-rrrwv iKaKvirre Kap7]va.

(ppa^dfxevoi 5' iffriiffav in' ox^'ps v\f/ri\fiaiv,

(Teiovres \6yx<^s, dv/xov 5' ifxirKrivTO eKacTTOs.

Z€us 5e Qeovs KoKiffas els ovpavhv acrrepoevTO,

Kol iroAffjLov irArjdvv Sei^as, Kparepovs re /xaxTjras,

TToWovs Kal /iisyaAovs t]5' eyx^"- H-°''^P°' (pepovTas,

oTos Keyraiipaiv (Trparbs epx^Tai ije TiyavToiv,

rjdv ye\u>v ep4etve' Tipes fiaTpcLxoiffiv apwyoi

^ jxvaiv adavaTcev
;
koL 'AOrjvair'i' Trpoffeenrev

'^Cl Ovyarep, fj.vfflt/ ^ ^' eTraXe^^covcra Tropevtrrj ;

Kal yap ffov Kara vrfhv ael ffKipTwcriv airavTes,

Kvicrar) Tepir6^€voL Kal iSecr/xacnv e/c dvaidoiv.

*ns &p' e(pr) KpouiSris' rhv Se Trpoffeeiirev 'ABrtvri-

S> TTarip, ovK tiv ttwwot' iyco /xval reipofj-ivoicnv

e\6oLT)v eTTapo3y6s, iirel KaKa iroWd jx iopyav,

cTTipLfxaTa pXaTTTOvres Kal \vxvovs e'lven i\aiov.

rovro Se /j.ov Xirjv eSaKf (ppevas, old
fj.' epe^av.

ireirXov /nov KareTpai^av, hv i^vcpava Ka/xovcra

4k poSdvrjs Xeirrfis, Kal ffrii/xoua Keizrhv evrjaa,

TpdiyXas t' ifiirOLT^aav
' 6 5' rtirrjTris fJLOi eiriaTri,

Kal TTpdaffd fjLe TOKOV • TOVTCV x'^P"' e^iipy^o'/J-ai.

XpTjo-a^eVrj yap v<pava, Kal ovk exoj avraTroSovvai.

aXX' ovS' &s PaTpdxoiffiv apriyefiev ovk iOeXricroo.

elffl yap ovS' avrol (ppevas ^jxiri^ov aXXd fii irpwrjv

eK TToXe/JiOv aviovcrav, eVei Xi7)v fKOTrwOrjv,

VTTVOv SEvo/jLfvrjv, OVK uacTav dopv^ovvres,

ov5' oXiyov Ka/x/iLvaat
 

iyco 5' aiiTn/os KaTeKei/xrii',

Ti)V Ke^aXrjv aXyouffa, icos ifiorjcreu aXiKTwp.

aXX' &ye, iravffd'ixeaOa, 6eot. tovtoktiv apriyeiv,

/XT] k4 rts r]/j.eioov Tpoodfi ySeAei o^vdevTi,

/jLTjTis Kal X6yx'p<pi- Tvtrr) Sefias rje uaxaiprf

eiffl yap ayxifxaxoi, Kal el Oehs avrlos fXdoi '

iracres 5' ovoavodev TepTrwueOa Sripiu bpwvTfs.
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battle, with deliberate inconsistencies, such as the reappear-

ance of several heroes already killed. The frogs are worsted,

and the victorious mice are not even deterred by the thunder

of Zeus, but are presently put to flight by the appearance of an

army of crabs to assist the defeated frogs.

The German destructive critics think the extant poem was

put together from fragments of earlier mock epics of the same

kind. But of this we have no evidence. The opening invo-

cation is that of a Hesiodic bard (addressing the choir of the

Muses from Helicon), and not of a Homerid. Hence it is

not impossible that the idea of such a mock epic originated in

Bceotia (where both frogs and mice must always have been

particularly abundant), and was intended by the didactic and

practical school of Hesiod as a moral reproof of the lighter

and more superstitious Ionic singers. But this is only a con-

jecture ;
the general complexion of the poem, as we have it,

being certainly Attic. The earliest allusion to it in Greek

literature seems to be a sarcasm of Alexander the Great, quoted

by Plutarch in his Life (cap. 28). The Alexandrian critics are

silent about it, so far as we know. Several Roman poets under

the Empire
—

Statius, Martial, and Fulgentius
—allude to it as a

relaxation of the great author of the Iliad and Odyssey.

Bibliographical. Our MSS. seem all copied from one arche-

type of the Byzantine period, ignorantly and carelessly written.

From this Baumeister has shown two families of MSS. to be

derived, one represented by two Bodleian (cod. Baroc. 46 and

64), which are by no means the oldest, but which are tolerably

faithful copies of the archetype, even in its blunders. The
other family is very num.erous, and comprises our oldest MSS.,
viz. the Bodleian cod. Baroc. 50 (fol. 35S)of the tenth century,

the Laurentian (Plut. xxxii. 3) of the eleventh, a Palatine (at

HeidLlberg) of the twelfth, and an Ambrosian
(i. 4, super) of

the thirteenth. There are many of the fourteenth century.

These are deliberately interpolated and emended by scribes

endeavouring to restore or improve the original. Some twenty
have been collated, and at least thirty more still await investi-

gation. This family of MSS. shows a decomposition of the

text almost without parallel, as may be seen from a glance at
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Baumeister's edition. Most of them have copious schoHa and

notes by Byzantine grammarians. Those of Moschopulos, if

they indeed exist (cf. Baumeister, p. lo), are as yet un-

pubh'shed. The earUest translation is by Sommariva, dated

Verona, 1470, but the date is rejected as spurious by GiuUari,

the learned historian of Veronese typography. There is a

translation into low Greek by Demetrius Zenas, in 1534 (re-

printed in Ilgen, and by MuUach, Berlin, 1837), which shows

the text he used to be not different from ours. The book was

first printed, in alternate black and red lines, at Venice in i486'
—the first Greek classic ever printed

—and this very rare edition

was imitated (only as to colours) by Mich. Mattaire, in his

edition with notes (London, 1721). The Florentine Homer of

1488 is the basis of most following editions, e.g. those of Ilgen

(with the Hymns, 1796), Matthise, F. A. Wolf, who asserted

our text to be a mere conglomerate, Bothe, Frank, and, lastly,

Baumeister (Gottingen, 185 2), whose little book is a model of

care and diligence, and whose account of the text seems very

complete, except that he does not specify the age of any of the

MSS. which he discusses. Since the Renaissance the poem
has excited a good deal of attention, Melanchthon and others

imagining a hidden political or moral import under its parody.

There is a spirited old translation by George Chapman, re-

printed by J. Russell Smith (London, 1858).

§ 74. The 'beast-epic' we have been considering suggests

naturally a more general inquiry into the occurrence of beast-

fables in Greek literature. This form of imagination was, on

the whole, foreign to the Greeks, and there are many indications

that the supposed father of fable, .^sop, was a Syrian, Phrygian,

or Ethiopian. Some have argued that he was an Egyptian.

Nevertheless the fable, originally called aivoc, though not fre-

quent, is found at intervals in various kinds of Greek poetry.

We have in Hesiod the fable of the falcon and dove ;
in Stesi-

chorus, that of the horse and his rider
;

in Archilochus, stories

' Per Leonicum Cretensem. There is a beautiful copy in Earl Spencer's

library at Althorp. The grammar of Lascaris, the Milan ^sop, and a Greek

and Latin Psalter of 148 1 are the only earlier books (not quotations) in Greek

type which I can find. They are all to be seen in the Althorp library.
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about the fox
;

in the elder Simonides, sketches of character

derived from various animals
;

in ^schylus, the Libyan fable

which Byron has so well adapted in his lines on Kirke White.

Though Hesiod was named as the earliest poet who used

this form of apologue, its invention was systematically attri-

buted to ^sop, an obscure and perhaps mythical figure, whose

historical reality is now generally rejected since the searching

article on this subject by Weicker.' Nevertheless, Herodotus

speaks of him as a slave at Samos in the sixth century. Aris-

tophanes and Plato both speak of ^sopic jokes as a distinct

kind of fun, and Aristotle tells of his murder by the Delphians

having been atoned with great difficulty by the special com-

mand of the oracle. It was added that ^sop came to life again,

owing to his piety.
^ In spite of these definite allusions, the

list of which is by no means complete, we cannot fix either the

age or nationality of this strange personage, whom later art

represented a hideous and deformed creature, perhaps to

indicate his nearer approach to the lower animals, and his

peculiar sympathy for their habits. Such is the conception of the

famous statue now in the Villa Albani at Rome.
This side of literature, however, long remained a mere

amusement in society, or among the ignorant classes, nor can

we regard such a literary work as Aristophanes' Birds or the

Myomachia in any other light than a most exceptional product.^

When original power was failing, and men began to collect the

works of their predecessors, we hear that Demetrius Phalereus

made the first written corpus of these popular stories, no doubt

in tlieir rude prose form. Then we find that Callimachus

sought to give them a literary tone by adapting them in choli-

ambic metre, no doubt the best metrical form which could

have been selected.

But so little prominence did he give to this side of his

' Rhein. Miis. vi. 366, sq.
2 Cf. Herodotus, ii. 134; Aristoph. Vesp. 1258, 1437, andschol.

; Plato,

Fhado, 60 D, Aristotle, Frag. 445; .^Eschylus, Frag. 129.
' Our early allusions seem to distinguish Libyan, Sybaritic, Syrian,

kc. from ^sopic, but ultimately hd-yos Alffwirtios becomes the recognised

expression for a beast fable.
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multiform literary activity, that Babrius, who came much later,

was justly regarded as the originator of the metrical fable.

This remarkable author, of unknown date,i and not cited by

early grammarians, was only known by Suidas' fragmentary quo-
tations until the discovery of two MSS. of his works at Mount
Athos by Minas, about 1840. The name of the discoverer na-

turally suggested doubts as to the genuineness of the discovery,

but according to Dindorf (/%//(?/. xvii. pp. 321, sq.) there is no

mistake about the first; the second is probably a compilation

by Minas from preexisting fragments. Both texts were printed

by Sir G. Lewis (Oxon. 1846 ; London, 1859), but Boissonade's

(Paris, 1844) is the editio princeps, and Lachmann's the best, at

least of the former MS. The literary merit of Babrius is very

considerable, though he does not belong to the classical period.

As for the yEsopic fables, they were variously collected in later

days, and are preserved in many MSS. throughout Europe.
The collection of the monk Planudes, with a life of ^sop,
was printed among the very earliest Greek books (Milan, Bonus

Accursius, perhaps as early as 1479) ;
the latest is Klotz's

(Leipzig, 1810). There are besides de Furia's, Coraes' and

Schneider's collections, all printed about 1810. There is a new
edition of Babrius announced by Mr. W. G. Rutherford, but it

has not yet appeared.

' Otto Crusius [Leipzig. Stud. ii. 2, p. 125) has argued that he was a

Roman, and that he lived in the 3rd cent. A. D.
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CHAPTER VII.

THE DIDACTIC EPOS. HESIOD—THE EARLY PHILOSOPHERS.

§ 75. Great as is the divergence of critics about the Homeric

poems, it seems almost unanimity when we come to study the

modern Hesiodic hterature. Every possible theory, every

possible critical judgment has been upheld and refuted; so

that, after toiling through wildernesses of German books, and

tracts, and programs, one comes to the conclusion that nothing
has been gained, nothing proved, and that the field is still

open to plain common sense, as well as to new flights of fancy.

The home of this distinct kind of epic poetr}'^, called

Didactic, because of its occasionally moral and instructive

tone, was not originally
^ a sea-coast, with bays, and promon-

tories, and rocky islands, but the inland of Boeotia, surrounded

on all sides by mountain chains, with rich arable soil in the

plain, and light pastures on the higher slopes ;
with great

sedgy sheets of still water about the lowlands, and streams

tumbling from the hills. It was a climate, says the poet of the

Works and Days, bad in winter, trying in summer, never good ;

and this he says, contrasting it, I suppose, with what his father

told him, or what he himself remembered of ^olic Kyme, upon
the rich shore of Asia Minor, where the climate of old was

wonderful even to the Greeks. But he has certainly exagge-
rated the faults of the weather, and said nothing of the richness

of the soil.^ Yet no doubt the extremes of cold and heat were

' I say originally, because Bergk follows the traditions of the poet's

death, so far as to hold his ultimate settlement at Naupactus, and to call

his school the Locrirn School, of which the eirij Nouiro/cTia were a further

development.
'^ It is worthy of note that Archilochus, with similar injustice, reviles
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then greater than they now are, for in our time Boeotia is one

of the lovehest and most fertile parts of Greece. The inhab-

itants came to be ridiculed in the days of Attic greatness for

heavy eating, and for their dulness and stupidity
—consequences

attributed to their moist and foggy climate. Such Attic jibes

have been repeated with too much seriousness. The ancient

worship of the Muses throughout Boeotia, the splendour of the

art and culture of the old Minyans of Orchomenus, the great

burst of l)Tic poetry in the days of the Persian wars, the

broad culture of Epaminondas, and through him of Philip,

'

and lastly, the martinmas summer' of Greek literature in

Plutarch—all these facts, apart from the poetry now before us,

show that Boeotia, as we might expect from its rich and well-

watered soil, was not only an early home of wealth and

civilisation, but sustained its intellectual reputation all through
Greek history.

Assuming the Works a)id Days to be the product of the

genuine Hesiod, we look in vain for any certain clue to the

exact period of the poet's life. The only direct allusion is to

his having journeyed to Chalcis in Euboea for a poetical con-

test at the funeral games given for Amphidamas, at which he

claims to have carried off the prize.^ But the only clue to the

date of Amphidamas is that he was an active leader in the

the climate and soil of I'hasos (fr. 21, ed. Bergk), for Plutarch says :
—

Kaddirep 'Apx'i^oxos rrjs Qdcrov ra Kapiro(p6pa Kal oiv6ireSa irapopuv ^la rb

Tpaxv Kal avuifiaKov Sie^aXe tt]v vrjcrov, eiVciv

Hoe oi<TT ovov pax^s

etTTTj/cej' uArjs a.yplr]s iirKTrecpris'

oh "yap Ti Ka\hs X^P'^^ ""2' ^pi/J^^pos

ovS' fparos, oTos aficpl ^iptos pods.

Plutarch might have said the very same thing of Hesiod, unless, indeed,

we hold that the plain of Thebes was covered with forest in old times, as is

described in the Homeric Hymn to the Pythian Apollo.
' Cf. Archbp. Trench's P/utarc/i aiid his Age, p. ii, from whom I gladly

borrow the expression. Thus also Mr. Symonds aptly calls the Hero and

Leander of Musseus the fair November day of Greek poetry.
'^ This contest is apparently transferred to Delos, and described as con-

sisting in singing hymns to Apollo, in frag. 227. We shall return to

this point when speaking of the Hymns.
VOL. I H
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tedious war against the Eretrians about the Lelantine plain.'

This passage about the poetical tournament at Chalcis is

accordingly declared spurious by most critics, and referred to

some later Hesiodic bard, who was confused with his great

predecessor, just as the blind old poet of Chios (in the Hymn
to the Delian Apollo) was commonly confused with Homer.

Setting aside, therefore, this hint, they are thrown back upon

vaguer inferences.

The poet describes no monarchy, but an aristocratical

government, as ruling over his native place. This Ascra was

probably under the sway of Thespiae, which maintained its

aristocratical government up to late days, so as to be even in

Aristotle's time a remarkable example for citation. It is said

that royalty was abolished at Thebes about the middle of the

eighth century B.C.
;
but it is doubtful whether Thebes then

controlled a large district. The fact that Hesiod's father ^

came back from the ^olian settlements in Asia Minor—and

on account of poverty
—

suggests that the colonies had been

some time sent out
; yet not so long that discontented colonists

had forgotten the way home, or their sense of unity with the

motherland. But the poem is so full of evident interpolations,

that many critics reject even this personal statement about the

poet's parentage, and think that a later bard inserted it, in

order to inform the readers of the poem about the supposed
author's life.

§ 76. From a conservative point of view, the following

seems to me the most reasonable theory as to the composition
and date of the Works and Days.

It is an admitted fact, that about the beginning of the

seventh century, B.C., the heroic epics of the Greeks were

being supplanted by the poetry of real life—iambic satire,

elegiac confessions, gnomic wisdom, and proverbial philo-

' Cf. Gbttling's Pref., p. xxiii, who quotes Plutarch's Cottvivium (c. 10),

with additional details. But the genuineness and authority of this tract

is denied by F. Nietzsche (A'hiin. Mus. vol. xxvi.) in his critical examina-

tion of the legends of Hesiod's life.

* That his name was Dius seems more than doubtful. Cf. H. Flach

in Hermes for 1874, p. 358.
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sophy. The Greeks grew tired of all the praise of courts and

ladies and bygone wars, and turned to a sober—nay even

exaggerated—realism, by way of reaction from the worship of

Homeric rhapsody. The father and forerunner of all this

school is clearly Hesiod, to whom the critics have found strong

family likenesses in Archilochus, Simonides of Amorgos, and

Hipponax, and stronger evidences of imitation in Alcaeus and

Theognis. The Odyssey, on the other side, both in the society

which it describes—the lawless rule of an aristocratic oligarchy;

in its catalogue of fair women, the prototype, or antitype, of

the Hesiodic Eoiai; still more, in the sober tone of its diction,

and in its enumerations of names, the 'Ho-tdoetoc x^P^'^'W '^'w'"'

orofia of the Alexandrian critics—seems the foretaste, or per-

haps the heroic expression, of this changing temper in the

public mind. The decisive turning point, to my mind a marked

epoch in the history of Greek literature, is the great poetical

contest at the funeral games of Amphidamas of Chalcis, when
the Hesiodic poetry defeated its Homeric rival. This fact

seemed so extraordinary to later critics, that, when they wrote

the life of Hesiod, and the Contest of Homer and Hesiod^ they

sought to invent reasons—and very absurd ones they w^ere—
for such a result, and the judges (whose names were remem-

bered) were held up to ridicule.^

Yet a more philosophical review of the development of

Greek poetry shows such a result to be natural and necessary.

The Greek public was presented with so many weak and

watery epics, with so many faint imitations of the great origi-

nals, that even these lost their charm, and were a weariness to

them. Then it was that a truly original poet again turned his

attention to the only real source of life in any literature—the

songs and shrewd sayings of the people. He found old

gnomes and advices about practical life, rules of agriculture

and of morals fused like the Roman lady's distaff and her

chastity.
2 He recast them in an artistic form, retaining suffi-

' TVaviilov ^y\i^os was a proverb for a foolish judgment, Paneides, the

brother of Amphidamas, being named as the judge on the occasion.
* This we find in many Roman epitaphs, e.g. those (juoted by Momm-

sen, Rom. Hist. vol. i. p. 61, note (Eng. Trans.).

H 2
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cient flavour of their rudeness to preserve their charm for

audiences weary of heroic refinement. Thus arose the famous

Works and Days, the homely rival of Homeric song, the

parent of Greek gnomic poetry, the great hand-book of

moral teaching among Greek educators. The man who

gathered and systematised this old folk lore and folk wisdom—
who combined Ionic treatment with a Bceotian subject

—who

tamed the rude dialect of the farmers on Helicon into an

almost epic style
—who carried back Ionic memories to his

rugged home—who won the tripod at the national contest of

^Thalcis—who then settled near Naupactus, and died there—
this was the real Hesiod. He was not removed by centuries

from the poetry which directly followed his lead. He was

rather the first of a close and continuous series of poets who

took up his realism, though they freed it from its
' Helot

'

flavour, left out his husbandry and his addresses to rustics, and

gave his ethics an aristocratic tone.

Even as to the Hesiod whom we possess, I cannot be-

lieve that he was the poet of the lower classes, and that

his great originality was to address the people. No doubt

many of the old proverbs and agricultural advices he gathered
were current among the people ;

but it is to be remarked that

the poet distinctly addresses princes also, and gives them

a moral lecture (vv. 248, sq.) ;
he looks upon their justice

and good conduct as essential to the people, not only because

they are its judges, but because their sins are visited by Zeus

upon the whole people. This view is to be found in the

Iliad. Neither does Hesiod speak more harshly of these

princes than does the poet of the Odyssey in his picture

of the suitors. No princes are attacked or hghtly spoken
of except for their injustice. All this is consistent with an age

when an increasing population made agriculture more im-

portant, and when the better members among the ruling aris-

tocrats wished to encourage justice and diligence, not only in

their subjects, but in their thoughtless or dissipated equals.

The high and noble view of the unity and justice of the

Supreme Governor of the world—to the complete exclusion of

lesser deities—is the most striking feature of the poem, and its
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most curious contrast to the Theogony. The shepherd ckss,

by the way, is there treated with contempt.

§ 77. The poet of the Works seems to me to have Hved
about the middle of the seventh century, b.c. Here are my
reasons :

—
The return of his father from Kyme—from a rich and fer-

tile sea-coast to a poor and barren upland farm—can only be

accounted for by some grave misfortune or decay in the pros-

perity of the Asiatic colonies. This is most easily to be found

in the rise of the Lydian power under Gyges, after the opening
of the seventh century. According to Strabo and Nicolaus

Damasc.,' this king possessed the whole Troad as far as

Abydos, and therefore must have possessed the intermediate

territory, which included the inland country round Kyme.
The father of the poet seems to have taken at first to sea

traffic, but with little satisfaction
;
and thus, as his agricultural

prospects were spoiled by the Lydian conquest, he would ulti-

mately return to Boeotia, from which we may conceive his fore-

fathers to have originally set out.

This chronological argument is evidently strengthened by
the further allusion to the games at Chalcis—probably near

the conclusion of the Lelantine war. Chalcis and Eretria,

which contended for the possession of the disputed plain,

were then by their commerce two of the leading cities of

Greece Proper. They were founding colonies all over the

northern ^gean and the Hellespont. Their war became so

important, that all mercantile Greece, especially Samos and

Miletus,^ joined in the fray. These facts have led historians to

see in this war a great commercial conflict
;
and therefore to

place it in the days of the great Hellenic colonisation—about

the beginning of the seventh century. If my argument be

correct, we must bring it down some fifty years, or at least we
must bring down the death of Amphidamas, the 'king' of

Chalcis, to a period after the Lydian pressure had been for

•

Quoted by Grote, iii. p. 303 (orig. ed.). Gyges reigned about 680 B.C.

^ Herodotus says (bk. v. 99) that the Eretrians were repaying (in 5CX)

B.C.) a debt to the Milesians for helping them previously. It seems absurd

to imagine this obligation incurred more than 200 years before.
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some time felt' But there is no difficulty in doing so, and

E. Curtius' date for the Lelantine war (704 b.c.) is only, I

should think, a tentative one, and based on the received dates

for the principal colonies, which are all, I suspect, at least a

generation too early. But to prove this would lead us too far

from our literary history.
^

It remains to notice what can be said against this theory,

which brings down the date of Hesiod so low, and what evi-

dence there is of his greater antiquity. I pass by the argu-

ment of Bergk,^ who says that Hesiod must have preceded
the I St Olympiad in date, because Eumelus of Corinth, who
is said to have been active about 01. 10, would else be the

leader of this school of poetry, whereas he clearly follows

Hesiod. This argument contains nothing but ungrounded

assumptions. We know nothing of Eumelus, except that all

the works attributed to him (save one lyric prosodion)
—that

is to say, the only works which may have been Hesiodic in

character—were thought spurious by Pausanias. His date is

unknown
;
his very personality hazy and doubtful.

§ 78. There is indeed a general beUef in the primitiveness of

Hesiod, and a desire to place him far anterior to the historical

poets of the seventh century ;
but this also rests on no basis of

any value, except the statement of Herodotus, whose real inten-

tion was not to raise, but to lower, the date of Homer and He-
siod. They lived, says he, four hundred years before my time,

and not more. But unfortunately he made them contemporary,
and this takes greatly from his authority about Hesiod : for it

has been made quite plain by modern criticism that Hesiod pre-

supposes Homer, and is therefore posterior. Of this there is

' I think the allusion in Theognis (v. 891) to the ravaging of the Le-

lantine plain must refer to this Lelantine war as contemporary, and must

be an older fragment transferred to the conglomerate which now passes

under his name. Indeed, the date of Theognis is not very certain
;

but most critics place him about 5^° ^•^- The lines make the war

contemporary with the Cypselids, and therefore not concluded before

657 B.C.

- See the evidence for the Lelantine war brought together and discussed

in the Appendix to my article on Hesiod in Hermathena, No. IV. p. 325,.
» LG. i. p. 937.
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one clear proof. I put no stress on the shortening of syllables,

or other linguistic evidences, as the dialect of Hesiod is not

the same as that of the Ionic School, and therefore what seem
later modifications may be original differences. But in the

description of the Four Ages of Man—the Gold, the Silver, the

Bronze, and the Iron—the gradual decadence is broken in

upon (after the Bronze) by a fifth race, apparently better than

two of its predecessors—that of the heroes who fought and

died at the wars of Thebes^ and Troy. It is evident that no

historical place could be found for them, nor were they ad-

mitted in the legend which compared the succeeding races of

men to the metals. But so powerful was the effect of the

Heroic epics, that the shrewd poet of the Works thought it

necessary to find a niche for this race in his Temple of Fame
;

and so the legend was distorted to admit them as a fifth race,

created out of due time by the Father of gods and of men. 2 This

fact in itself would prove that Homer was considerably anterior

to Hesiod, if it were not already perfectly plain to anyone who
has studied the logical development of Greek literature. If

any critic urges the primitive complexion of many of the saws

of Hesiod in defence of his antiquity, I will remind him that

my theory postulates this very thing
—the adoption, by the his-

torical Hesiod of the seventh century, of all the fine old sayings
which floated among the people. I will even concede that

there was an earlier collection' : but it seems to me impossible

' This seems to imply thai the epics based on the Theban cycle of

myths were already composed, and widely celebrated—a condition of things

pointing to a date after 700 B.C. But the passage may be interpolated.
^ It is to be noted that the old legends of both Iranians and Indians con-

tain accounts of five races of anterior men, and it is not difficult to find a

similar division underlying the Semitic history in Genesis. It is, there-

fore, probable enough that the oldest Greek legends told oifive races, and

that the number was no novelty invented by the poet. But admitting this,

the distortion of the legend to suit the glories of the epic heroes of Troy
and Thebes is the more remarkable, and an even clearer proof of the re-

putation of Homer and his school. In all the other legends of five races

the decline of excellence seems to be gradual.
' The enigmatical epitaph ascribed (on Aristotle's authority) to Pindar,

X°-^pf 51s TjP-ljffas Kal Sis rdcpov auri^oKr^aas

'HfftoS', avdpWTTOLS fl^TpOV iX'^" o'o(l>'n]s,
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to detect it and separate it from the later materials. It is also

clearly to be admitted that when the poems came to be used as

handbooks of education, many wise and useful proverbs were

foisted in, some from later, some from earlier, authors. There

is evidence of distinctly inconsistent proverbs being thus

brought together, as we find it perpetually the case in the

very similar poet, Theognis. The very best lines of this kind

being probably those chosen for the purpose, it is surely a

perfectly idle proceeding to endeavour to restore the ori-

ginal poem by picking out the good lines, and rejecting what

appears to be inferior or weak. The taste of the German

critics who have attempted this is not beyond cavil, and they,

of course, differ widely from one another in their aesthetic

judgments ; but, without disputing these, we may hold fairly

that many a line may be interpolated, because it is good and

striking, and that many a line has held its place, in spite of its

weakness, because it was acknowledged by tradition as genuine.

Nothing can be more absurd than to argue that, because a poet

is a great poet, all that he composes must be great, or even con-

sistent Avith itself If, as I believe, the original Hesiod com-

piled from older materials, perhaps not very easily fused
;
and

if most of the interpolations which the critics allege are by
them admitted to be so ancient, that the poems were not much
different in Plato's day from their present form, it is surely idle

to attempt the separation of these various strata. The prooems
of both JVorl's and Theogony may be rejected on fair evi-

dence, and I think there has been patching clearly detected in

the long prooem of the latter
; but beyond this we can reject

with certainty only a very few passages. We may suspect a

great many, but have no sufficient evidence to condemn them.

§ 79. Before proceeding to an analysis of the extant works

of Hesiod, a word should be said about the legends of his death,

is only explicable, according to Gottling (pref. ad Hes. p. 13), by assum-

ing two Hesiods, of whom two tombs were shown. The Orchomenians

admitted this, but said that the bones had been transferred from Naupactus

(or from Ascra), owing to an oracle. But as Aristotle is speaking only of

a second tomb, I suspect fjliriaas, in spite of the fitness in form, to be a

spurious word, concealing some quite different sense.
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preserved at length in the yivoq 'Waiolov of Tzetzes, and the

aywr. After his alleged victory at Chalcis he went to Delphi,
where the oracle told him to avoid the fair grove of Nemea,
where the goal of death was destined for him.^ Accordingly,

avoiding the Nemea in Peloponnesus, he went to live at

CEnoe in Locris, near Naupactus, with Amphidamas and

Ganyctor, sons of Phegeus. The coincidence of name with

the king of Chalcis at the games is curious. These men,

accusing him of having seduced their sister Clymene, mur-

dered him, and threw him into the sea
\
but the body came

to land on the shore between Locris and Eubcea (apparently a

confusion between the two separate countries called Locris),

and was buried at the sacred grove of Nemea in Qinoe. The

people of Orchomenus afterwards removed the body, by advice

of an oracle, and buried it in the middle of their agora. The

epitaph on this tomb has been quoted above. ^ I should not

mention these apparently late fables, but that they were (partly

at least) known and alluded to by Thucydides.
^

§ 80. The "Ejoya of Hesiod, as it seems to have been once

called, without the addition of >//-"P"'> comprises ethics and

husbandry in about equal portions, including husbandry under

what the Greeks called (Economics
;

it directs the choice of

a wife, the management of the house, and the observation of

*
6\$ios ovTos a.v^,p t)s ifihv S6fxov aficpivoKevei

'ilffloSos, Movcr-pcn Tert/xivos adavaTriffi'

rod 5?) Toi K\eos %(Trai Sffrjv e^iKiSvarat 'Hci;y.

aWa Albs ire^uAa|o Ne/ueiou KaWtfiov a\(Tos'

KilQi S4 Toi Oavdroio t€\os Tmrpciifiiuov icrriv.

^ The age and character of these legends has been carefully discussed

by F. Nietzsche in his second article on the aydv {Rhcin. Mus. vol. xxvi.),

but without any important positive result, except that of sustaining the

aydiv against the Conviviiim (of Plutarch ?) where they differ.

'
iii. 96. He says of Demosthenes, ouA.Krawei'os 5e rtf arparr^ iv tov

Albs TOV Ne^e/ou T(f iep^, iv ^ 'HffioSos 6 ttoiijttjs Aeyerot inrh rSiv ravT'tj

aTToQavilv, xpiff^ev avrif iv 'Ne/xea tovto irofleZf. Pausanias also mentions

that it was doubted in his day whether Hesiod was falsely accused of the

crime or not. Aristotle is referred to in his ttoA.. 'Opx. (Miiller, FHG.ii.

p. 144) as stating (though perhaps only as a tradition) that Stesichorus was

his son by Clj-mene
—a legend which certainly brings the date of Hesiod

near the very time here suggested.
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ordinary morality and superstition. The first ten lines of

the exordium were rejected even by the ancients.* The
address to the Princes about their injustice (248-73) is the

only part of the poem which could possibly be classed under

the head of politics, and I think improperly ;
it is strictly

ethical, but not addressed, like the rest, to Perses. The

ceconoraics, on the choice of a wife (695-705), are trifling com-

pared to the advices on husbandry (383-617), from which the

whole poem took its name. Then follow advices on coast-

trading (618-94), and a calendar of lucky and unlucky days

(v. 765 to the end). In addition to these principal parts, there

are three remarkable episodes
—that of Pandora (47-105) ; that

which immediately follows, on the Five (or Four ?) Ages of

Man
; and, lastly, the picturesque description of winter (524-

58), which many of the Germans consider a very late and

Ionic addition to the grave soberness of the IForl's, breathing
a spirit of levity and of display. In these three episodes,

Perses is not addressed, nor is he mentioned in the calendar.

This latter portion, especially, which consists of brief, discon-

nected sentences, shows evidence of much interpolation, though
it is impossible to expose it. As to the larger episodes opinions

vary considerably, each of them being attacked and defended

by able scholars. The /rfZ/^r^^/f^r/ character of the whole com-

position is clear from (a) its many short and disconnected

sentences, which are in one passage (vv. 300, sq.) only strung

together because of the recurrence in them of the root ipy in

various forms.'^ This attention to sound has been shown to

exist all through the Hesiodic poems by Gdttling, in the form

of
(/ j) alliteration. Many of the successive advices are, further-

more, plainly (y) inconsistent, as is always the case with pro-

verbial collections of wisdom.

On my theory, this question of genuineness will assume a

somewhat different form. The Hesiod of the seventh century
—

' The strictly ethical parts are vv. 11-46, 202-47, 274-382, 708-64. I

quote from the text of Gottling, who also gives this analysis.
^ The same pecaliarity is to be observed, however, without any such

cause, or without the word being of much importance, in the Homeric llymn
to Aphrodite {6-16). Cf. Gottling's Preface, p. 33.
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bringing together older materials, loosely and Avithout strict lo-

gical nexus—would not be very nice in selecting fragments of

precisely the same age and character ; he would naturally adorn
the dry and sour apophthegms of the Boeotian farmers with epi-
sodes of semi-ethical, semi-mythological import. The descrip-
tion of winter is most likely his own, and a most natural descrip-
tion for any man who remembered, or had heard of, the splendid
climate of Asia Minor, and who suffered from the severity of

his adopted home. But the search after special interpolations
is rather a matter of caprice, and of ingenuity, than of literary

history ;
and I therefore refer the reader to the special tracts

on the subject.'

§ 81. The general character of the Works is that of a

shrewd and somewhat mean society, where private interest is the

paramount object, and the ultimate test of morals
; but where

the poor and undefended man sees plainly that religion
and justice, however in themselves respectable, are of value

as affording his only chance of safety. The attainment of

comfort, or of wealth, seems the only object in view—the

distrust of kinsmen and friends seems widely spread
—the

whole of the social scheme seems awry, and in a decaying
condition. All the faults of the Greek character, which come
out so strongly in after history, are there, and even obtrusive.

The picture of the Iron Age (vv. 180, sq.) contains every one
of the features so striking in Thucydides' famous picture (iii.

82) of the fourth century Greeks. Nevertheless, the poet

strongly asserts the moral government of the world, and his

Zeus is an All-wise and All-knowing Ruler, far removed from

the foibles and the passions of the Homeric type. While he

mentions the usual evils of poverty
—

mendicancy and nightly

thieving
—it is remarkable that he never alludes practi-

cally to the horrors of war, or the risk of slavery, from either

' Viz. :—A. Twesten, Co?nm. Crit. de 0. et D. (Kil., 1815).

F. Thiersch, De Gnom. Carm. Grczc. [Abk. Bair. Akad. iii. p. 391).

C. Lehrs, Questiones Epiae {^Qxn^^txg, 1837).

T. L. Heyer, De Hes. O. et D. (Schwerin, 1848).

J. Hetzel. De Carm. Hes. Disp. (Weilburg, i860).

A. Steitz, Die Werke, Csrc., des Hesiodos (Leipzig, 1869).



io8 HISTORY OF GREEK LITERATURE. CH. vii.

this cause or from piracy. It is, indeed, doubtful whether any
of the farm-servants mentioned are slaves, and not rather hired

labourers, working for the owner of a freehold farm.'

The poetical merit of the work has generally been under-

estimated, owing to a tacit comparison with Homer. In the epi-

sodes on the Ages of Man, and the description of winter, there

is much fine and vigorous painting, and even in the homely

parts there are quaint and happy thoughts, expressed in terse

and suitable words. I would specially point to the picture (v.

448) of the farmer hearing the annual scream of the crane in

the clouds, and feeling a pang at his heart if he has no oxen to

begin his ploughing.^
There is no advice upon wheat -growing, and Httle on vine-

yards, though the making of wine is assumed as an ordinary

thing among the Boeotian farmers (vv. 61 1-4) ;
nor is there a

word about horses, which were kept only by the nobles. The

'
I have no doubt about the meaning of the disputed lines (600, sq. ) :

aiirap eTrrjr 5rj

irdvra $iov /cartOrjai iirdpfxevov ivSoOi oikov,

QriTo. r 6,oiKov iroie7(rdat, Kal &reKvov epidov

Si^fffdai KfAofxaf xa^f'T) 5' inr6iropTis (piOos.

Most of the critics translate,
' Procure a day-labourer who has no house

[and family],' and as they cannot see why such a servant should be sought
when the main work is over, they proceed to strike out the lines, or transfer

them elsewhere. This seems to me a good instance of rash scepticism.

Hesiod throughout supposes that the farmer has one or more farm-servants

(of. w. 441, 503, 608). There is always work to be done, as appears

from the succeeding verses. The line must, therefore, be taken strictly with

the preceding, and rendered,
' When you have brought all your stores into

the house, you must turn your man- servant out of it, and look out for a

woman servant (who still sleeps within) who has no child to feed.' The

repetition of oIkos, which here means darn, appears conclusive, and so is the

different verb used for the change of residence in one servant, and the pro-

curing of another. This proceeding is, furthermore, recommended a/ ihe

beginning of the hot weather, when sleeping in the open air, or under any
natural shelter, is in the climate of Greece no hardship, and not unusual.

'' The terms (ptpeotKos, rifiepdKOLros, ireVrofoj, avScrreos, are noted by the

commentators, with a few similar formations in ^^schylus, as evidences of

what they consider an oracular or religious style.
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absence of all advice on manuring struck even the Romans,' and

can hardly be explained by the causes which permit the same

omission in the present farming of Boeotia, where the popula-

tion is so sparse that the land is not occupied, and the hus-

bandman can shift his crop yearly to a piece of ground which

has lain fallow the previous season. Such a state of things

could hardly have escaped mention through so many details

as we find in the Works.

§ 82. The Theogony, also called the Genealogy of Hesiod,

and really an abstract of cosmogony, was acknowledged by
all antiquity, including Heracleitus and Plato, as the work

of Hesiod, until it was called in question by Pausanias, who

states that the Boeotians about Helicon admitted the genuine-

ness of the Works only, excluding the preface. He himself, in

various places, adopts this opinion as his own, but his reasons,

or those of his authorities, are nowhere given. It seems very

remarkable (as Gottling notes), that in the list of Greek rivers

no mention is made of any Boeotian rivers, even of the Cephis-

sus, which is an important stream, and which was mentioned

repeatedly in other poems attributed to Hesiod.^ Thus the

special legends of Boectia would seem strangely neglected by
its national poet.

A careful comparison of the two poems will, however,
incline us, if we abandon the preface of the Theogony, along
with that of the Works, to pronounce both poems the work of

the same author. The subjects are so diverse that constant

similarities are hardly to be expected. Nevertheless, Steitz

has carefully collected ^ so many natural and undesigned like-

nesses in expression, as almost to persuade himself, in spite

of his very sceptical turn of mind. There are, in addition,

whole passages of still stronger resemblance. The story of

Prometheus and Pandora is told in both poems, but with

such variations that it is not possible to determine which is

the original, so that we must regard them as independent

copies of an older account. There is added in the Theogony

' In Xenophon's CEcoiiomicics this essential point is duly discussed.
== Cf. w. 343, sqq. ; fragg. 201-3, Gdtt.
2

Op. cit. pp. 37, sq.
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a satirical picture of the female sex, which is exactly in the tone

and spirit of the Works. Both poems further agree in their

piecemeal character, and seem to be the production of the

same sort of poet
—a man of considerable taste for collecting

what was old and picturesque, but without any genius for com-

posing from his materials a large and uniform plan.

These general features, when corroborated by the tradition

of the Greeks so far back as Heracleitus, seem to me stronger

than the objections brought by modern critics from contrasts

rather in subject than in style.

There seems, in fact, an argument in favour of unity of

authorship from the very contrast of subject. The Works, a

purely ethical and practical poem, intentionally avoids theology,

and treats of the Deity in the vaguest and broadest sense, as a

single consistent power, ruling the world with justice. The

loves and foibles of the gods, as portrayed in Homer and the

Hymns, are evidently distasteful to the poet, and opposed to

his notions of pure and practical etiiics. In his second poem,
on the contrary, he goes at length and in detail into the wars,

alliances, and other relations of the gods, but distinctly in the

sense of a cosmogo7iy, not as the prototype of a human society.

The violences which Homer attributed to the gods, as beings

of like passions with men, are felt vaguely but strongly by
the poet of the Theogony to be great convulsions of physical

nature—such as the early eruption of ^tna, which he pictures

under the form of the revolt of Typhoeus against Zeus (vv. 820,

sq.). We can conceive him then composing the Thcogony

as a sort of supplement to the Works ; but a supplement

already showing the changing attitude of Greek religion, by
which it was ultimately dissociated from ethics, and gradually

reduced to a mere collection of dogmas and of ritual.

§ 83. The poem begins with 115 lines of invocations to the

Muses, which are not well put together, and show clear traces

of being a cento from various older Procemia, or introductory

Hymns, but which contain many passages of considerable

beauty. The personal passage about Hesiod himself (vv.

22-35) ^^^ ^^^" ^^''y generally suspected by the critics, but

assuredly represents a very old tradition, that he was a shepherd
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on the slopes of Helicon. The Boeotian Muses here distinctly

contrast the lying epics of the Ionic bards with the sober truth

of the school of Helicon (26-7). There is a very interest-

ing panegyric on Calliope {79-93), in which the eloquence

which she bestows on princes is specially brought out as a

great power in politics and lawsuits. If there were any allusion

to the Muses as three (not as nine), I should be more ready to

agree with the German critics who regard these fragments of

Hymns as very old Boeotian poetry.

After this introduction the poet approaches the genealogies

of the gods, from primeval chaos downward till we come to

demigods and heroes. The subject is very dry, and the crowds

of names make the poem spiritless and dull as a whole, but

there are frequent passages of strange power and beauty

scattered everywhere through it. The famous passage de-

scribing the Styx shows the poet to have known and appreci-

ated the wild scenery of the river Styx in Arcadia.' The

description of Sleep and Death which immediately precedes

is Hkewise of great beauty. The conflict of the gods and

Titans (655, sq.) has a splendid crash and thunder about it,

and is far superior in conception, though inferior in execution,

to the battle of the gods in the Iliad. The same may be

said of the struggle between Zeus and Typhoeus. At the end

of the legend of Pandora a satirical description of the female

sex is foisted in, which differs widely in character from the sub-

ject of the poem, and is closely allied to the extant fragments
of Simonides of Amorgos, and his school. This passage, if

genuine, would show how the poet ill concealed a shrewd and

bitter temper, in performing what may have been an ungrateful

task, and how the age of iambic satire, and of reflective elegy,

had already commenced.^ Some parts of the conclusion have

been tampered with, especially where Latinus and the Tyrrhe-
nians are mentioned, for though Strabo holds that Hesiod

knew Sicily, which supports the theory that he lived after the

settlement of that island by the Greeks about 700 B.C., it is

' v^' 775) sq. This M. E. Burnouf, a most competent observer, testi*

fies (Lit, grecque, i. p. 131).
^ vv. 590, sq. There are foretastes of this in the Works, vv. 701, sq.
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absurd to foist upon him any statement about the descent of

Latinus from Ithacan parentage.

§ 84. Very Uttle need here be said of the remainmg poem
of 480 Unes, attributed to Hesiod, the so-called Shield of

Heracles. It begins with an account of the birth of Heracles

and Iphitus, then passes to the conflict of Heracles and Iphitus

with Ares, and an elaborate description of the shield, from

which the poem takes its name. It will be observed that

the hero Heracles is not yet described as armed with a mere

club and lion's skin, but wears the same panoply as hig

fellows. The poem was probably intended for recitation at a

contest, and seems to be one of the latest of the productions" of

the epic age. Its genuineness was doubted by the Alexandrian

critics, especially Aristophanes, and by Longinus, and they

noted that the first fifty-six lines, which begin abruptly with

f; 01??, were to be found in the fourth book of the Eoice, or

Catalogue of famous women (attributed to Hesiod), where they

would naturally appear in the history of Alcmena. But the

third preface or v-n-odetnt;, after stating these facts, adds that

Megacles (probably Megacleides), the Athenian, while censur-

ing the merit of the poem, knew it to be genuine. It says that

Apollonius Rhodius supported it on internal evidence, as of

the same authorship with the Catalogue, and lastly that

Stesichorus ascribes it to Hesiod. This last authority would be

decisive, did we not suspect the writer of the preface of haste

or inaccuracy.^

It has been clearly shown by O. Miiller, that while the

shield of Achilles in II. 2 is a mere fancy picture, the shield of

Heracles is described from actual observations of plastic produc-

tions, and even of favourite subjects which are still extant on

vases. While this must lower the date of the poem, it in-

'

Gottling, who divides the poem into three distinct parts
—the oldest,

taken from the Catalogue of Women, vv. I-56 ;
the second, also old, 57-

140 and 317-480; and, lastly, the far later description of the Shield,

141-317—thinks that Stesichorus may have quoted (in his Cycnus) from the

second part as a work of Ilesiod's, and that some of it may really be such.

This would not establish the present poem to be genuine, but would admit

in it old fragments of the real Hesiod—a most reasonable hypothesis.
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creases our sense of the inferiority of the imitator, who could

not, with Homer and with actual plastic reliefs before him,

imagine a more harmonious piece of work. Almost all the

perfections of the grouping in the Iliad are lost, and the terrible

and weird are substituted for the exciting and picturesque, in

Homer. Had we lost the Iliad, we should doubtless admire

many of its features in the copy, but fortunately we are not re-

duced to this extremity. One passage about the tettix, though
not very apposite, has great merit.'

It should be added, as regards its ascription to Hesiod,

that it resembles both the Woi-ks and Theogony in a great

many expressions and phrases, which are collected by Steitz in

the work above cited. It seems therefore, that with the hint

concerning Stesichorus before us, we must concede to such

conservative critics as choose to assert its authenticity, that

their case is not hopeless.

§ 85. We turn for a moment to the extant fragments of

other works attributed to Hesind.

Of these Gaisford and Dindorf collected a great many, and

by the labours of Marckscheffel, Gottling, Lehmann, and Her-

mann, the number has been raised to above 200, if we include

mere allusions in scholia and commentators. As literature,

they have to us no value, and will never be read, as the frag-

ments of the tragic poets may be, for their own sake. Their

general character is quite Hesiodic, that is to say, they treat of

lists of gods and heroes in a partly genealogical, partly epical,

way. They contain a perfect mine of mythological lore, and

give the legends and stories of peoples far beyond the range of

the ordinary Hellenic world, so that their composition, gene-

rally speaking, cannot fall before the epoch of extended Greek

colonisation. Though it is false that Homer and Hesiod

made the religion of the Greeks, in the sense of establishing

' vv. 393-9 :

i)tx.o^ 5e x^oepoi KvavSirrfpos r/x^Va Terrt^

6^01 €((>e^6/xevos, depos avOpciiroiffiv aeiSnv

&pXeTai, ^ re Tr6(rts Kal ^puffts OrjAvs eepffri,

Kai T€ Travrifxepi6s re koI rj^Jos X"' aiiS^iv

tSfi iy alvoraTif, 6ir-6Te Xf"^" 2eip40S a^ei.

VOL. I. I
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gods and cults, or in altering any old local worships, it seems

that Kesiod especially did give to the later liierary Greeks a

Stivuna T/ieologicE, to which they referred for the origin and

relationships of gods and heroes.

This is especially true of (i) the Catalogue, in three books,
to which was joined the Grmt Eoiai

(i) o'lrj),
or Catalogue

of Women, in two more books, generally quoted as an inde-

pendent work.^ The Catalogue was a sort of Greek Peerage,

and gave the family trees and relationships of the principal

Greek heroes, so showing the parentage of the ^olicand Doric

nobility. We have a fair idea of the fourth book from the

fragment preserved at the opening of the Shield of Heracles.

The date of the Eoiai cannot be determined more accurately

than by the allusions quoted from it (a) to the nymph Gyrene,

probably, therefore, after the founding of that colony ;
that of

the Catalogue by allusions (/3) to the Sicilian Ortygia, and (y)

to the fable of lo, Avhich Kirchhoff thinks to have come into

vogue about 01. 30. But all these inferences are very uncertain.

(2) The A«yt/itoc attributed by most people to Hesiod, but by
some to Cercops the Milesian, was a poem on the war of

yEgimius, King of the Dorians, with Heracles as his ally,

against the Lapithae. It seems to have been mainly intended

to bring the Doric conquerors of the Peloponnesus into rela-

tion with Heracles, through their chiefs, who boasted of their

descent from him. (3) The K^7^;^oe ya^ocwas also a poem in-

troducing Heracles as a leading character, and celebrating his

exploits. (4) The Mf/\«;x7rocm was about Melampus, Teiresias,

Calchas, and other famous prophet-priests, and may have con-

tained some account of the history of prophecy.

§ 86. It was evidently owing to this poem that its supposed

author, Hesiod, was considered the forerunner of the Orphic

mystical school. Of his successors in this direction we have,

besides Orpheus, Eumolpus, Mu.skus, and Epimenides, but to

us these are mere names. In the genealogical and mythological

direction, we have, similarly, the Laconian Kingethon, Asius,

Chersias of Orchomenus, the Corinthian Eumelus (Koptj^WtaKti),

' In Locris, the probable home of this poem, the importance of female

ancestry (the primitive Mutterrecht) long survived. Cf. Bergk, L G. i. p. 1002.
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the anonymous authors of the Nai^Tracna eVtj, 'A^yuXiKa, and

the <l>opwiti', and others who were not apparently in any con-

tact with the Ionic epic, but Hesiodic in character.

The 'Aptjuao-TTEtrt by Aristeas of Proconnesus was, on the

contrary, a collection of fantastic fables about nations and

countries beyond the knowledge, but within the rumour and

the imagination, of the early Ionic adventurers into strange

seas and coasts. There was, indeed, a supposed y'lj^z/r^^ round

the world, or yj/c Trepio^oc, ascribed to Hesiod, but probably of

later origin.^ A few lines are also preserved of the Xt/pwi'oc,'

vTTodrjmi, a set of moral instructions supposed to be given by
Cheiron to Achilles, and which Quintilian says were thought He-

siod's till pronounced spurious by Aristophanes of Byzantium.
'^

§ 87. It remains to give a short sketch of the external his-

tory of the Hesiodic poems through antiquity, and down to

our own day. It is very hard to say whether the strong family

likeness in Archilochus to Hesiod arises from a similarity

in tone and style, or from direct contact. The exiant frag-

ments are not sufficient to prove the latter, which would hardly

place Hesiod at an earlier date than I am disposed to accord

him. But if he were an earlier contemporary, and living in a

parallel state of things, general similarities might be expected.

Archilochus told beast fables like that in Hesiod. He unjustly

reviles ^ the climate of Thasos and its barrenness, in contrast

to the valley of the Siris, just as Hesiod censures the rich

Bneotia, as compared with Kyme. Yet there is no proof of

borrowing. The same may be said as regards Simonides of

Amorgos, whom the critics place, doubtfully, in the middle of

' It is cited by Strabo, vii. p. 302, and there is also an astronomy,

cited by Plutarch and Pliny.
'^ Of all these fragments there are several collections, of which those by

DUntzer (Koln, 1840^41), by Marckscheffel (Lips. 1840, which also con-

tains the fragments of the other authors above alluded to), by Gottling (ap-

pendix to his Hesiod, ed. 2, Gotha, 1843), and by F. S. Lehrs (in the

Didot Corpus Epicorum, Paris, 1862), are all to be recommended, the last

being, of course, the fullest and best. The old lists of the works ascribed

to Hesiod are found in Pausanias, ix. 31, 5, and in Suidas, art. 'H<rio5oj ;

they contain a few additional titles to those I have mentioned.
^ Cf. above, p. 97, note,

I 2
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the seventh century B.C., and contemporary with Archilochus.

Here, again, there are strong family likenesses to the Works ;

but the only passage (in the Thcogony) which could be sup-

posed the direct model of Simonides' satire on women is de-

cidedly an interpolation in Hesiod, and its use of the bee (in

an opposed sense to that of Simonides) for the working men,
with drones for the women, seems to me plainly a satiric cor-

rection of Simonides, and composed after his famous poem.
We know nothing whatever of Kerkops, who is mentioned

as Hesiod's earliest follower and rival, nor is there any real

evidence of Terpander having been such. In the extant lyric

and elegiac fragments no certain trace appears till Alcjeus,

whose frag. 39 is a most distinct copy of Hesiod. So likewise

the resemblances in Theognis are far more than general, and it

seems undeniable that in the middle of the sixth century the

poems of Hesiod—at least the Works—were well known and

circulated.

Acusilaus is mentioned by Plato, Josephus, and a schol. on

Apollonius Rhodius, as a commentator or prose paraphrast

of the Theogony. Bernhardy supposes him to have been a

Peloponnesian theologian, who collected genealogies and cos-

mogonies, and arranged them after the manner of Hesiod, but

in prose. But we are left quite in the dark by our authorities

concerning him.

Most critics refer to the same epoch an old poem on

the Contest and the Origin of Homer and Hesiod, which is

largely quoted in the extant tract of that title.
* This poem

seems, at any rate, to have originated in those days when the

gnomic and sententious Boeotian school had obtained a greater

popularity than its Ionic rival. The scene is laid at the con-

test of Chalcis, and the author aims at proving that, although
Hesiod was declared victor. Homer was far the greater poet—a

needless task. But, as we shall see presently, the very existence

of such a poem is denied by the most recent critic, Nietzsche.

Shortly before and after the times of the Persian wars,

' Printed at the end of Gbttling's and Lehrs' editions of Hesiod
; and

more recently, with great critical care, in the Acta Soc. Phil, of Leipzig,

vol. i. pp. I, sq., by F, Nietzsche.
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Xenophanes, and then Heracleitus, attack Hesiod—the first for

his immoral teaching, along with Homer, about the doings of

the gods {Theogony and Catalogue) ; the second for idle learn-

ing on the same profitless subject.

It seems that he was subjected to some critical revi-

sion, about this time, by the commission of Peisistratus, for

Plutarch {Theseus, c. 20) mentions a verse which was then re-

moved. Whether the poems had been hitherto preserved by a

school of Hesiodic rhapsodists, is not sufficiently clear. It

is certain, however, that they were recited at poetical con-

tests, and in early days without musical accompaniment, for

Pausanias' criticises a statue of Hesiod with a lyre on his knees

as absurd, seeing that he sang VA^th a bay branch in his hand.

This was in contrast to the Ionic rhapsodising.
^ These op-

posed methods were not strictly adhered to in after times,
and were even occasionally reversed.

But in Attic days Hesiod attained a widespread popularity
as an author of moral instruction for the use of schoolmasters

and parents. The Greeks, indeed, always regarded the Works
as an ethical treatise, while the Romans laid more stress

on its agricultural side. Plato constantly alludes to Hesiod,
and quotes him, not very accurately, as an authority in morals

and in theology. He is similarly cited by Xenophon. So

thoroughly was this recognised that the comic writers brought
him on the stage as the ideal of an old-fashioned schoolmaster,
full of cut-and-dry moral advices. The philosophers who suc-

ceeded Plato, especially the Stoics Zeno and Chrysippus, made
him the subject of criticism

;
and Epicurus is said to have got

his first impulse towards philosophy from reading the Theogony.
The same story is told of Manilius, the Roman poet.

' ix. 30, 2 : eVi pdl3Sov Sdcpvqs ySev.
^ Pausanias (x. 7, 3 )

tells us a story, that Hesiod was excluded from

contending at the Pythian games, because he had not been taught to play
the lyre along with his singing. But when he adds that Homer also was

unsuccessful, because his training in the art could not be perfected owing
to his want of sight, he seems to repeat the stories of the time when the

richer and more elaborate lyric poetiy came to look upon the old epic
recitation as bald and poor.
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Philologically, the works of Hesiod excited the same sort of

interest as those of the Ionic epic poets, but in a lesser degree.

We still have scanty traces of the critical notices of Zenodotus,

Aristophanes, and Aristarchus
;

of Apollonius Rhodius, of

Crates, and of Didymus ;
in fact, of almost all those whose

names are found in the Homeric scholia. But Plutarch, as a

Boeotian, wrote a special treatise in four books on Hesiod,

which the remaining fragments show to have been both critical

and explanatory, with discussions of an antiquarian and patriotic

character, defending the poet against objectors. His work was

the main source of the commentary of Proclus, who again was

copied servilely by Tzetzes. The later commentary of Manuel

Moschopulos is still extant, and completely printed in the

Venice ed. of 1537.

§ 88. The prose tract. The Contest ofHovier afid ffesiod,\%

the work of some rhetor who mentions the Emperor Hadrian,

but its date is not further fixed. It is very full on the legends

and parentage of both Homer and Hesiod. The antiquity and

authority of the legends told in this tract are worthy of a moment's

discussion. The version in Plutarch's Cotiviviiuji (cap. x.)

professes to give Lesches as the authority for the contest, and

apparently Lesches the cyclic poet. If this were so, the

legend is old and of good authority, and as such is accepted by

Gottling and other editors of the life of Hesiod. But the stray

citation of Lesches in the middle of the Plutarchian narrative

has offended modern critics, who have either emended the

text, or considered it a marginal gloss indicating that the

immediately following lines are to be found in Lesches' poem.
Nietzsche goes further, and rejects the whole Convivium as

spurious and not by Plutarch at all. This being so, there

remains no older authority cited in the uyiav than the rhetor

Alkidamas, a well-known pupil of Gorgias, who will be con-

sidered hereafter. This man composed a treatise called Tr\q

fvrrtwg MovneTor, On mental Culture, in which he seems to have

described the contest of Homer and Hesiod to show that

Homer was the forerunner of Gorgias in rapid improvisation

and extempore reply. Drawing his conclusions from slight

and to me insufficient hints, Nietzsche infers that the opening



CH. VII. CONTEST OF HOMER AND HESIOD. 119

part of Alkidamas' book contained a much fuller account of the

contest of Homer and Hesiod, from which the author of our

extant ayujv abridged his narrative, particularly by cutting

down the citations. When Nietzsche further asserts that Alki-

damas invented the whole story of the Contest, and that to him

we must refer all our legends of it, he goes, I think, a great deal

too far. The passage in Hesiod's Works about the contest at

Chalcis is probably older than Alkidamas, even if interpolated,

and I can hardly believe that this alleged contest and rivalry

between the two great epic bards was not thought of till the

rhetor's time. But it is very likely that he worked up the old

story into a smart rhetorical form, and made it popular. So far

he may have been the chief source of the Contest as we have it.

The Cofttest also cites Eratosthenes the Alexandrian, who
wrote a poem called 'HrrioloQ >) ^AmpivvQ on the story of the

poet's death
;
but whether he differed widely from Alkidamas,

and used other legends, we cannot tell. So also Aristotle is

said to have mentioned the tomb of Hesiod in his Polity of the

Orchomenians, but here again we have only a stray citation. •

The yf.voc 'Haidcoi/, generally printed as a preface to his

works, is probably a mere compilation of J oh. Tzetzes, from

Proclus, but is very instructive, like the ctywj', in indicating to

us what materials were still at hand in that epoch.

§ 89. Bibliographical. Passing on to the MSS. left us, we find

a very great number of copies of the Works, covered with scho-

lia, and often with illustrations of the farming implements, but not

critically valuable. The oldest seems to be the Medicean 5, of

the eleventh century ;
then the Medicean 3 (Plut. xxxii. 16), of

the twelfth. The rest are all fourteenth and fifteenth century

books, generally on paper, full of scholia and notes, and

variously put together with the other Hesiodic works, and with

Theocritus, Nonnus, the pseudo-Pythagorea, and other moral

fragments. The MS. copies of the Thtogony and Shield are

not so frequent, and none, I believe, so old as the twelfth

' All these legends have been classified, with little positive result, by
O. Friedel in Fleckeisen's Jahrbiicher for 1879, pp. 235, sq. ;

to which I

refer the reader for elaborate details. There is also a paper on Hesiod's

Life by G. H. Flach in Hermes for 1874, pp. 357, sq.
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century. The sort of collection generally found in the MSS. is

well reproduced in the beautiful Aldine ed. of 1495, which,

though the Works were brought out a year or two earlier at

Milan, is the first which gives the whole, and is the Ed.

princeps for the rest of Hesiod. It contains a gi^eat many
other authors, and even stray collections of proverbs. The

Juntine eds. of 15 15 and 1540 are said to be mere copies of

the Aldine. That of Trincavelli in 1537 gives the scholia in

full, and has independent merit. Then come the great edi-

tion of Stephanus (1566), and a very complete one of D.

Heinsius. Of later commentators the first place is due to

Gaisford, whose Oxford edition is admirable from its fulness of

research about both MSS. and scholia {FoeicB 77ii7iores Greed,

1814-20). Next may be mentioned Gottling's (anded. Gotha,

1843), the most convenient for the ordinary student; and,

lastly, Mr. F. A. Paley's, which, with all its merits, is over-

loaded with very questionable notes about the Digamma,' and

the etymology of old Greek words. The best complete text of

the poems and fragments is that of F. 8. Lehrs in Didot's

series (2nd ed. 1862). There are many special dissertations

cited in the new article Hesiod, in the Eiuydopcedia Britannica.

Miitzell's book De Einendatione Theogoiiice Hesiodece, Lips.,

1833, is praised as very painstaking and complete. An Index

Hen'odeus was published at Naples in 1791 by Ossorio di

Figueroa, but I have not seen it. There is also an edition of

the Theogony by F. A. Wolf (1783).

The imitations in Virgil's Georgics are too well known
to require closer description. There are translations into

German by Voss, and Uschner, and into French by Gin and.

' I have said nothing about the Digamma, because I do not believe its

presence or absence can be of the least use in determining the genuineness

or spuriousness of any line in Hesiod. The careful researches of the Ger-

mans have shown that it is present or absent in the same word according

to the exigencies of the metre
;
and there seems really evidence for the fact

that the Digamma was a letter which could be arbitrarily used or dispensed
with in epic poetry. There is the most surprising variation, exactly of

the same kind, though without metrical reasons, in the inscriptions of the

same towns. I will not deny that there may be a law of its use, but so far

this law does not seem likely to be discovered.
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Bergier, in addition to the Latin hexameter translations of the

Itahans, N. Valla, and B. Zamagna, in the fifteenth century,

and the early French one of Jacques le Gras in 1586.

As to English translations, I cannot find any mention of

more than three. The first is of the Works only, the '

Georgics

of Hesiod,' by George Chapman (1618). This, like all Chap-
man's work, is poetical and spirited, but often very obscure

to modern readers, though it constantly cites the original in

foot-notes. The book, which was very scarce, has been re-

printed, with other of Chapman's translations, by J. R. Smith

(London, 1858). Next we have the work of Cooke (1743),

who seems unaware of Chapman's translation, and who gives

us a pretentious and dull rendering of the Works and

Theogony in heroic verse. The last and best, and the only

complete translation, including the SJiield, is that of Elton

(2nd ed. 1 81 5), who knew his predecessors well, and gives us

scholarly renderings of the Works in heroic rimes, and of the

other two poems in blank verse. Parnell's Pandora, or the

Rise of Woman, is a free imitation of the corresponding pair of

passages in Hesiod.

§ 90. There is no use in discussing the several busts and

statues of Hesiod, which Pausanias saw and describes in his tour

through Greece. It need hardly be stated that these, like the

portraits of Homer, were mere works of imagination, and have

no historical claims. There are five epigrams or epitaphs upon
him extant, two quoted at the end of Tzetzes' Greek preface to

his works, and stated to be set over his tomb in the agora of

Orchomenus— one of them ascribed to Pindar. Three others

are in the Anthology, one of which, by Alcseus of Messene, has

considerable merit.

§ 9r. There is sufficient evidence of the antagonism between

the Homeric and Hesiodic rhapsodists in the legend of the

contest of the poets, and we may even infer from the alleged

victory of the inferior but more didactic poet, that as the

audience became more reflective, and as they came to regard
the poet as an educator, the more explicit moral purpose, and
the plainer preaching of the Hesiodic school, came to be
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regarded as superior to the mere stimulating of the sense of

honour through the imagination by the heroic poems. But it

might have been easily foretold that the controversy would not

stop there, and that as philosophy arose, the whole system of

the chivalry of Homer and the Theogonic dogmatism of Hesiod

would find opponents from a totally different platform. It

might perhaps even have been anticipated that these opponents
would choose the very form of the Ionic epos to embody their

criticisms. The Golden Verses^ ascribed to the school of Pytha-

goras, which contain the condensed morals of the older epics,

even were they genuine, are not so natural an outcome of the

clever restless Greek mind as the making of objections and

exceptions.

§ 92. These found their earliest spokesman in Xenophanes
of Colophon, who travelled through the Hellenic world during
most of the fifth century, but who seems to have formulated his

system in early life, and to have disseminated it in his wanderings
as a rhapsode, in opposition to those who were reciting the old

epics at every festival throughout Greece. Xenophanes was

indeed a poet of various accomplishments, and we have ad-

mirable fragments of his elegiacs, which will be mentioned in

their place, as well as a few iambic lines. But these, though they

show the independent and radical spirit of the man, were chiefly

social poems, and evidently did not contain his main philosophy.

This he published by going about as a rhapsode, and reciting

it in the same epic form as the poems of Homer and Hesiod.

We have sufficient remnants to show that he systematically

attacked the anthropomorphism of Greek religion, the plurality

and conflicting interests of the gods, and that he asserted the

unity and purity of the Deity. But the allusions of such critics as

Aristotle prove that his polemic was not merely theological, and

that his negative criticism was associated with metaphysical

speculations on the unity, not only of the Deity, but of the

world. It was from this point of view that he was the founder of

the Eleatic school, as he lived much of his later life in this

Italian city, and as his system was taken up and developed by
his great pupil Parmenides.

 Their remains are printed at the end of Gottling's Hesiod.
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§ 93. If we could trust the chronological points in Plato's dia-

logues, Parjnenides was sixty-five when Socrates was a 'very

young man/ perhaps between fifteen and twenty ; but Plato

cares for none of these things, and looks only to dramatic and
not to historical propriety. It seems more likely that Parme-
uides came earlier, perhaps about the opening of the fifth cen-

tury, and he still adhered in philosophy to the old didactic epic,
which had been consecrated to serious teaching by Hesiod
and his school. But it is evident that while prose composition,
both in history and in philosophy, since Hecatseus and Hera-
cleitus showed the way, made rapid progress among the lonians

of Asia Minor, the Greeks of Italy and Sicily adhered to the

poetic form, as is the case with Empedocles, who wrote even
a generation or two later. Thus the fact that Heracleitus had

pubhshed his thoughts in prose at Ephesus is no proof that

the hexameter poem of Parmenides may not have been later in

date, though more primitive in form. We fortunately have the

opening of the work preserved by Sextus Empiricus, and there

is no doubt that it combined (like the poem of Empedocles
copied by Lucretius) remarkable brilliancy of fancy with pro-

fundity of thought.'

' This introduction is preserved by Sextus Empiricus (Adv. Math. vii.

Ill):
iTTTTOt Tai fie (pfpovcTiv, ocrov T 6iri dvjxhs iKauoi,

irefxirov, iirel fi is oShy firjcrav iro\v(pr]fjLov 6,youcrai

Aaifiovos % Kara wavT ahry] (pepei eiSdra (para'

Trj (pep6/j.7]v, ry yap fie iroXvcppaaToi (pepov 'itrnoi

apfxa maivovffar Kovpai S' o^hv 7)jefi6vfvov

'HAiaSes KOvpai, Trpo\nrovaai Scifiara vvktos,

fis (paos, ucrifievai KpaTCav 'a-rro X^P""^ KaXvirrpas.

A^aiy 8' iv x^oiriaiv 'Ui (Tvpiyyos a.vr7]V

aidSfiepos, SoioTs yap iireiyero Sivwroicri

kvkXois afiipcrepuiQev, ore inrepxoiaTO irefiireiv.

"'E.vQa TTvXai vvkt6s re Kal ijfiarSs elffi KeXevdcou,
Kai (Tcpas inrepOvpou afiipls exei Kal Xaivos ovS6s,

ai/ral 5' alOfpi KeKKeivTai fieyaKoicri dvperpois
rav Se Ai/ctj ttoKvttolvos e^ei KKrfiSas afioifiovs.

t)]v Se irapcpafifvai Kovpai fiaKaKcuffi \6yoicn
•neiffav iiTKppadews, ilis (Ttpiu ^aXavoorhv ox^ia

uirrepeois Sxreie irvAewv 6,vo' ral Se QvpeTptev
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Other considerable extracts from Parmenides are quoted by

Simplicius, in which we no longer find the theological tone of

Xenophanes, but the purely metaphysical treatment of the doc-

trine known ever since as the Eleatic philosophy. The eternal

and incorruptible unity of Being, as opposed to the fleeting un-

reality of sense, is illustrated with much power and variety. The
celebrated dialogue of Plato, in which Parmenides is the chief

speaker, as well as many allusions of Aristotle, give us full in-

formation concerning his philosophy. But from a literary point
of view, it is to be noted that though he wrote this hexameter

poem on Nature, he was not a poet in the same sense as Xeno-

phanes, who also composed both elegiacs and iambics, and was

a professed reciter. He even repeated his views, according to

Plato {Soph. 237, a), in a prose form—the form exclusively

adopted by his immediate followers, Zeno and Melissus.

These therefore we must class under the head of early prose

writers.

§ 94. It is indeed asserted in Aristotle's Poetic, that this sort

of epic composition has nothing in common with Homer but

the metre, wherefore, he adds,, you call the one a poet, and the

other rather a physiologer than a poet. This remark specially

applies to Empedocles, the third and greatest name on the list

of our philosophic poets, and is but another example of the

reckless judgments which the authority of Aristotle has disse-

X<X(r;U.' dxai/es -rroiria'av avaTrrdnfuai, xoAyxaA/couy

&^ovas eV ffvpiy^iv a/j-oi^aShv eiXl^affai

y6fJ.(pois Kal "Kipuvriai.v a.pTr]p6ras' fj pa Si' avraiv

lOvs eX"'' liovpai Kar kfia^irhv apfia Kod 'ittttovs.

Kai fie flea irpScppaiv vireSi^aTO, x^^P"' ^^ X^'f^

5e|tTepr)y tKev, tiSe 5' tiros (paTO Kai fj.€ TrpocrivSa'

"^n, Kovp' adauaTOiffL avvaopos T)vi.6xoi<Tiv,

'Ittttovs rai ffe (pipovaiv iKavwv rj/jieTepov Si,

Xai^p' eTTel oiri ere /xoTpa »ca«7) Trpoi/Tre/xTre veeffQai

T^v 5" dShv (•? yap air' avdpwTrwv ^Kihs tt6.tov eVtiV),

aWa fle'yUis re Si'/crj re. Xpea; Se tre TTtivra TTvdtaQai

Tifxev aXrjOeias evrTfiddos drpe/ces ^rop,

r)5f ^pOToiv h6i,as, ra'is ovk Ivi TTiaris aKrjdiis.

'AA\' ffJi.TTr]s Kal Tavra /xad-qaeai ws rd SoKovvra

Xph SoKl/iiocs yvwvo.i 5ia TTavrhs Travra Trepwura.
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minated by means of this corrupt treatise. For had the obser-

vation been applied to Parmenides, it might have been possibly

defended, though our scanty remains contain passages of lofty

imagination and true poetic fire. But applied to Empedocles,

the remark is simply ridiculous, and might have been contemp-

tuously rejected, even if there were not preserved to us by

Diogenes
' the opinion of the true Aristotle, which happens in

express terms to contradict the criticisms of the Poetic. We
have furthermore the judgments of the careful Dionysius on

his ' austere harmony,' which he compares to that of ^schylus,
and the not inconsistent praise of Plutarch for his inspired en-

thusiasm. Mr. Symonds, in his essay on the poet, goes so far

as to call him the Greek Shelley, and gives some striking

grounds for this singular judgment.
As a poet, therefore, Empedocles must be ranked very high,

and Cicero expressly tells us that his verses were far superior

to those of Xenophanes and Parmenides, themselves no mean
artists on similar subjects. This is the more remarkable be-

cause he came late in the development of didactic poetry,

and in the age when prose had already been employed with

great success by Heracleitus for the purposes of philosophic ex-

position. But although Empedocles seems not to have been

born till about 490 B.C., and was about contemporary, both in

birth and death, with Herodotus, he was born, not in the home
of nascent prose, but at Agrigentum in Sicily, where he became

one of the forerunners of a literature widely different from that

of the Ionic race. For Gorgias is called his pupil, and though
he does not appear to have composed any treatise in prose, he

was considered by Aristotle the first founder of the art of rhe-

toric, which Gorgias made the occupation of his life.

Though of noble family
—his grandfather Empedocles had

won with a four-horsed chariot at the 71st Olympiad, his

father Meton had been prominent in expelling the tyrant

Thrasydseus—he was firmly devoted to democratic principles,

and fought for the demos of his city against the aristocracy.

'
viii. 3 : eV Se rtjf Trepl iroiTjTcov (priffLU '6ti Koi 'OfiripiKhs 6 'E/xirtSoKXrii

Kal Seivhs irepl t7)v (ppaffiv yeyove, fj.tTa(popiK6s r Siv koX tols aWois toIs Trtpl
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But, like Herodotus and other patriots of that period, he found

it unpleasant to live at home among hostile and jealous neigh-

bours
;

he accordingly left Agrigentum, and retired to the

Peloponnese, where he seems to have died in obscurity. This

we may infer from the many uncontradicted legends which

became current through Greece upon the subject. Empedocles
is one of the most curious and striking figures in Greek litera-

ture, for he combined the characters of soothsayer, magician
and mystic with those of an earnest and positive speculator,

who first attempted a mechanical explanation of nature. His

account of the gradual growth and development of animated

organisms even gives him the right to be called the oldest

Greek forerunner of Darwin.

These physiological and physical speculations, which fasci-

nated the mind of Lucretius, belong to the province of the

historian of philosophy. But the literary form in which they

were clothed causes much perplexity. For this poet-philosopher,

this positivist-magician, would not clothe his metaphysic in any
but allegorical dress. Thus the four elements ' which he was

the first to assert against Parmenides' single Being, and which

lived in philosophy till yesterday, are clothed in the garb of the

people's gods : and his attraction and repulsion, by which the

world of experience was compounded out of the elements, were

called Love and Hate (4>iAdr?jc and Nft/coe), the former even

Aphrodite. Along with these apparent concessions to the popular

faith, he held Pythagorean doctrines as to the transmigration of

souls, and the consequent crime of destroying animal life, though
his politics separate him widely from the Pythagorean school.

His metaphysic is an independent syncretism of Eleatic and

Heracleitic doctrines, with a predominance of the latter, perhaps
on account of the deeper poetry of Heracleitus' prose. But

though the man's personality, his splendid dress, his numerous

attendants, and his bold claims to supernatural power, made
him a great figure in the Sicily of his day, his mystical and

theological turn would not bear the light of positive science,

'

Tfaaapa twv iravruv (>t(wfj.aTa Trpuirov &kovc

Zeus [air] apyi)s"lipri [earth] re (pepfafiios t;5' 'A'iScovevs [fire]

N^(TTiy [water] ff 5/ SaKpvois Ttyyfi Kpovvufxa fipuTnov, t
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and he is therefore referred to with less respect by succeeding
critics as a philosopher than as a lofty poet. The tragedies

and political writings ascribed to him were spurious ;
his ^i/o-ira

and KaBapfxoi, the formal exposition of his metaphysic and of

his theology, are the only works recognised by modem critics.

It has been inferred from the fragments that these books were

not very consistent, that the various purifications and rites

recommended (in the KaOapidoi) were little in consonance with

the mechanical and positive explanations of his ^vaiKu.

§ 95. They were, moreover, very alien to the dialectic of Gor-

gias and the succeeding sophists, who cared little for dogmatic

theology, and consistently rejected the ritual of the old religion

along with its dogmas. The sophists were still more marked in

their rejection of epic verse as the vehicle for philosophic teach-

ing, and in the uniform adoption of prose, which was even then

introduced in the schools of Asia Minor. So strongly was this

felt in the next generation, that there arises a formal oppo-
sition between philosophers and poets, the latter of whom were

regarded as the mere exponents of the popular creed. Of

course this would have been absurdly false in the days of Par-

menides and Empedocles; but even the latter was almost behind

his age, and from the middle of the fifth century b.c. onwards

Greek philosophy consistently adopted prose instead of a poet-
ical form, Anaxagoras was, no doubt, reflected in Euripides,
and Epicurus in Menander

;
but these speculative features in the

drama were the mere natural reflex of the deepest thinking of

the day upon its most thoughtful and serious poets. The phi-

losophy of Euripides was a mere parergon of his tragedy. It

is to this fixed purpose of philosophy to abandon poetry that

we must attribute the defection of such imaginative minds as

Hippocrates and Plato from the ranks of the Greek poets,

among whom the latter (as an epigrammatist) even made his

first essay. The history of philosophy since that day confirms

the Greeks as to the literary propriety of this decision. Despite
the splendid attempt of Lucretius to reproduce in the form of

Empedocles the most prosaic and vulgar of systems, his poem
had little influence upon his age, and is even spoken of

by Cicero with some contempt. The Neoplatonists, however
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mystical and Eleatic in tone, never returned to the more

ancient and indeed natural garb of their vague Pantheism. The
Middle Ages were dominated by the prosaic Aristotle. Nor
did any o/ the great heralding of modern thought, the rich

imagery of Bacon, the mystic dawning of Boehme, the god-
intoxicated cosmogony of Spinoza, proclaim itself to a world

weary of the dry and arid light of prose logic in the form con-

secrated of old to the union of thought and fancy. In later

days, though modern poetry is full, perhaps too full, of meta-

physic and of anthropology, we have no greater attempt at

writing systematic philosophy in verse than Pope's Essay on

Man, or Mandeville's Fable of the Bees. Thus Empedocles is

peculiarly interesting as the last thinker in European philo-

sophy who brought out a new system in the form of a poem.
His fragments are preserved in Sextus Empiricus, Plutarch,

and Simplicius, and are best collected by Miillach (in Didot's

Fragg. Philosoph.). There are interesting monographs on him

in all the histories of Greek philosophy, especially Zeller's, and
in Mr. Symonds' first series on the Greek poets. The legend
of his death in the crater of Etna has inspired poets down to our

own day, like Mr. Arnold, and still lingers about the traditions

of the mountain through changes of race and of language.
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CHAPTER VIII.

THE HOMERIC HYMNS AND TRIFLES.

§ 96. There is yet another class of epic hexameter poetry

extant, besides the proper Ionic epics, and the didactic poems
of Hesiod and the philosophers. There are transmitted to us,

under the title of Homeric Hy7nns, a collection of five longer
and twenty-nine shorter poems in epic dialect and metre,

each inscribed to some particular god, and narrating some

legend connected with him, but in no sense religious hymns,
as were those of Pamphus or the hymns of the choral lyric

poets. The Homeric Hymns are essentially secular and not

religious ; they seem distinctly intended to be recited in

competitions of rhapsodes, and in some cases even for direct

pay ;

^

they are all in form preludes (wpooifiia) to longer re-

citations,^ apparently of epic poems,^ though the longer five

are expanded into substantially independent compositions.

• Hymn vi. sub fin. :

v'lKiiv T(j35e <j>€pe(rdai, ifi^v S' ivrvvov a.oi.Zr\v,

And V. XXX. and xxxi. sub fin. :

irp6<ppQ)V 5' avT cfSris fi'iorov Ov/j.-fipe' oira(e.
^

o'l/j.ri, according to Bergk, meant any song, especially an epic poem.
ol/jLos is used with a genitive (iirewv, &c.) qualifying it. Pausanias calls a

hymn of Alcseus to Apollo a Trpooi/xiov, probably because it was like in

character to these Hymns. The vdfxoi were really devotional poems, and

are as such contrasted by Pausanias with the secular hymns of the col-

lection before us.

' Hymn xxxi. :

fK ffeo 5' ap^afji.evos KKtjcrai fiepSncov yivos avSpii'

Ti/xideuv, Siv fpya Qeol dvrfroicriv fSfi^av.

VOL. I. K
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§ 97. The Hymn to the Deliati Apollo, apparently the third

in order in the archetype of our MSS., is by far the best known

and oftenest quoted of the collection. It owes this distinction

chiefly to the famous description near its close of the old

festival at Delos, whither all the lonians came, with their wives

and children, to witness dancing, singing and boxing, and to

wonder at the ventriloquism which the Delian priestesses appear

to have studied to great perfection. Then follows a somewhat

boastful assertion of excellence on the part of the rhapsodist
—the blind man of Chios. The main body of the hymn nar-

rates the adventures of Latona before the birth of Apollo, her

final reception by the personified island Delos, and the long-

delayed birth of the god, Artemis is not mentioned, and can-

not therefore have been regarded as his twin-sister in the Delian

legend. The style of the poem is good and clear, and indi-

cates a date when epic language and metre were perfectly

understood.

§ 98. Our MSS. combine this hymn (178 lines) and what

is now established to be quite a different work, the Hymn
to the Pythian Apollo. The allusions of Thucydides and of

Aristides ^

imply that they quote from the end of the former

hymn (v. 172), which is only the case if we separate the Pythian

hymn. Furthermore, the scholiast on Pindar ^
quotes some

lines as Hesiod's, in which he boasts of contending with Homer
at Delos in hymns to Apollo. This shows an old belief that a

second hymn to Apollo, by Hesiod, existed. The Pythian hymn
has quite this character

;
it is altogether occupied with Boeotian

and Delphian legends, and celebrates the settlement of the god
at the rocky Pytho after his colloquy with the fountain-nymph

Delphusa, near Haliartus, and his slaying of the Python. Then
follows his adventure, in the form of a dolphin, with the Cretan

sailors, whom he brought round the Peloponnesus from their

course, and established as his priests at the oracle. Besides

the Boeotian character of its legends, the genealogical and

etymological tone of the poem betrays the didactic spirit of

the Hesiodic school
;
and there seems litde doubt that it was

composed by some Delphian or Boeotian poet in imitation of

» Cf. Bergk, LG. i. p. 753.
- Netn. ii. i.
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the former hymn, which it closely follows in its construction,

and ofttimes in diction.

There are many disturbances in the text, and to these may
be ascribed apparent blunders in the geography of Boeotia,

which the author seems to have known accurately. lie is also

fully acquainted with the coasts of the Peloponnesus. There are

several remarkable and evidently intentional omissions. The

site of Thebes is mentioned as being still forest, and therefore

supposed to have been occupied after the settlement at Delphi.

Delphi, again, is only known by the name of Pytho. Kirrha, the

seaport of Krissa, is never mentioned, but the latter is said to

be near the harbour. Though describing a curious augury with

chariots at Onchestus (w. 53, sq.), and therefore familiar with

one form of horse-racing, the poet represents Delphusa as

dissuading Apollo from settling near her fountain because the

sound of horses and chariots would disturb him. The Germans

infer that this must have been written before the time when

the Amphictyons, immediately after the sacred war (590 B.C.),

established chariot races at the Pythian games. This seems to

me founded on a mistake, for these games were not carried on

at Delphi, which is quite inaccessible to chariots, and where

the stadium is far too small for such races, but at a special

hippodrome in the plain below, which Pausanias specially

mentions,' so that it may always have been held that the god
chose his remote and Alpine retreat in order to avoid such

disturbance. The priests are told prophetically, at the close of

the poem, that through their own fault they will become sub-

ject to a strange power, and this again is supposed to point to

the events of the sacred war. But there is no certainty in these

conjectures.

Both this and the former poem seem to have been con-

siderably interpolated, as for example with the episode
^ of the

birth of Typhon, which is quite in the manner of the Theogony

of Hesiod. Other small inconsistencies may rather be ascribed

to naivete and want of critical spirit than to a diversity of poets.

As the Delian hymn was intended for recitation at Delos, so the

Pythian is clearly intended for some such purpose at Delphi,

' X. 37, 4.
-

ii. vv. 127-77.
K 2
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and seems not far removed in date from its forerunner. But

as the Pythian contests were with the lyre, a Hesiodic poet
could hardly have competed unless he abandoned his old cus-

tom of reciting without accompaniment ;
and indeed the

complete silence of the hymn about the Pythian contests sug-

gests some definite reason for not mentioning them.

§ 99. The Hymns to Hermes (iii.)
and to Aphrodite (iv.) may

be brought into comparison on account of their familiar hand-

ling of gods, though in other respects they are widely contrasted.

The text of the former is the most corrupt of all the Hymns,
so much so that G. Hermann and other destructive critics

urge with great force their theory of its being a conglomerate
of various short pieces by different authors. The opening lines

are repeated almost verbatim in the lesser Hymn to Hermes,
numbered xviii. in the collection; but it is clear from the critical

discussion of the prefaces to Hesiod's poems, and from the many
short procemia actually found in this collection, that these intro-

ductions were movable, and that the rejection of the preface

entails no presumption against the unity of the main body of

the poem. The Moscow MS. differs remarkably from the rest

in its text of this poem ; according to Hermann, because it

followed another recension, according to Baumeister, with

whom I agree, because the scribe copying the archetype was a

learned man, and set himself to correct and emend what he

thought corrupt.

The text of the Hymn to Aphrodite is, on the contrary, the

purest and easiest of all, and it is only the perverse ingenuity
of the Germans which has ventured to thrust upon us here

their suspicions of interpolations. There appears to be also

a considerable contrast between the two poems as to diction.

While the Hymn to Aphrodite is in very pure Ionic—almost

Homeric—Greek, and clearly composed in Asia Minor, the

Hymn to Hermes abounds in phrases only to be found in

Hesiod,' and shows evidence of Bceotian or Arcadian origin.

Again, there is a good deal of humour, and of a low popular

tone, about the latter, while this homely tone is not at all felt

in the other. Nevertheless, these poems, as I have said, have

Ct'. Mure, ii. p. 344, note
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an all-important feature which makes it suitable to connect

them together
—I mean the bold and familiar handling of the

foibles and passions of the gods. Their moral tone is per-

haps lower than that of any other old Greek poem, if we

except the episode called the lay of Demodocus, in the

Odyssey—a poem which bears the most striking resemblance

in tone and diction to the fourth hymn. The passion of

the goddess is in both represented as a foible, but hardly as

a fault, and her adventures in the hymn are represented as

brought upon her by a sort of retaliation on the part of Zeus.

The description of her progress through Mount Ida, her power
over the lower animals (w. 70, sq.), and her meeting with An-

chises, are told with great beauty, but apparently without any

feeling of reserve on the part of the poet. It was not till Praxi-

teles that sculpture dared to represent the undraped beauty of

the goddess in marble. Poetry cast away such restrictions far

earher. There is also a fine description of the old age of

Tithonus(vv. 237-46), and of the life of trees as bound up with

that of the wood-nymphs. The main object of the poem seems

the flattery of the family of Anchises and vEneas, whose alleged

descendants (as is prophesied in the Iliad) were evidently im-

portant people in the poet's day. We have no evidence where

they ruled, or whether the Dardanian princes encouraged Greek

poetry.

The Hymn to Hermes does not describe such passion, and is

an account of the birth and adventures of the god, setting

forth his thieving and perjury with the most shameless effrontery.

To the ordinary Greeks great ingenuity was enough at all times

to palliate or even to justify dishonesty, and though Hesiod and

the Delphic oracle raised their voices in favour of justice and

truth, there can be no doubt that the nation was thoroughly

depraved in this respect. The Hymn to Hermes goes through
a variety of adventures of the god

—his stealing of the oxen of

Apollo immediately after his birth, his invention of the lyre, his

trial and perjury before Zeus, and the amusement and good-
nature of Apollo in being reconciled to him. The mention of the

seven-stringed lyre has induced most critics to date the poem
after Terpander's time, but, on the other side, it is declared
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absurd that the poet should describe as an original invention of

the god a new improvement in the instrument made by a well-

known man at a well-kno\vn date. It is therefore argued that

the seven-stringed lyre was not unknown in ancient days in

some parts of Greece, though not generally adopted by literary

lyric poets till Terpander. This is indeed to be inferred from

Pausanias, who says that Amphion naturalised the Lydian

seven-stringed lyre in Greece. At all events, this improved

lyre must have been in common use when the poem was

composed, probably not before 600 B.C.

As to the literary merits of these hymns, authorities are

divided. Most of the Germans place the hymn to Hennes

very high, and think that but for its corruptions it would be

the most original and striking of the collection. Mure, on the

other hand, thinks the fourth to be the most beautiful of all

the hymns, and almost worthy of Homer himself. Both seem

to me to have great, but contrasted merits. The humour and

variety of the one are perhaps equalled by the luxurious richness

of the other. Both are precious relics of old Greek poetry,

and curious evidences of the rapid decay of the old Greek

religion. Shelley has left us a translation of the third as well as

of some of the shorter hymns. His version is of course very poe-

tical, but accentuates the comic element perhaps too strongly.

§ 100. The Hymn to Demeter (v.), of nearly 500 lines, is of

a very different character, and is to be identified with some
Athenian worship, either the Panathenaic festival, if there was

any occasion at that festival for such a recitation, or some

religious ceremony at Eleusis. The hymn narrates the carry-

ing off of Persephone, who wandered in search of flowers through
the Mysian plain, and was entranced with delight at the nar-

cissus, which is described with great enthusiasm as being an

important emblem in the Mysteries. The crying out of Perse-

phone is heard by Hecate and Helios alone, from whom the

distracted mother finds out what has happened to her daughter.

But Demeter is still more wroth at hearing that it was done

with the connivance or approval of Zeus, and she deserts the

immortals to live among men. So she comes to Eleusis, where

she sits by the wayside and meets the daughters of Keleus going
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to draw water. They accost her with kindness, and she is

installed as nurse of their infant brother Triptolenius.

It is not necessary to go at greater detail into the story,
which is told in this hymn with singular clearness and beauty.

Any difficulties which occur are due to the corruptions of

our single MS., or to the covert allusions to the Mysteries
which are evidently before the poet's mind all through the nar-

ration of the legend. The critics generally do not speak with

sufficient warmth of the beauty of this poem, which is, in my
opinion, far the noblest of the hymns. A good many Atticisms

have been detected in it by the grammarians, but I am not aware
ofa single solid argument to prove its date, even approximately.

^

It was well known to the ancients, and is quoted four times

by Pausanias, with considerable variations from our text, but

these are probably due both to its corruption and to inaccuracy
in Pausanias himself This author also quotes an ancient hymn
of Pamphos on the same legend, which seems to have been

ver}-- similar in argument.

§ loi. Of the lesser hymns the longest (vii.) is that to

Dionysus, which describes his adventure with pirates, whom he

astonished and overcame by miracles, when they had captured
and bound him on their ship. The critics think that the portrai-
ture of the god as a youth points to the age of Praxiteles, be-

cause older Greek plastic art had uniformly made him of severe

aspect, and apparently middle age.^ I have shown above

(p. 133) that in the case of Aphrodite poetry outran sculpture in

its development, and I feel convinced that the change in the

form of Dionysus also was adopted in poetry long before it was

attempted, or perhaps could be attempted, in sculpture. The
hymn seems certainly to have been known to Euripides, who
builds some of the plot of his Cyclops on it, and this subject,

perhaps even this detail, was borrowed from the older Aris-

• Baumeister {Co/ntn. in Hymn. p. 280) conjectures it to be of the time

of the Peisistratidae, when epic poetry experienced a considerable revival.
• This story is beautifully illustrated in the frieze of the graceful chora-

gic monument of Lysicrates at Athens (erected 332 B.C.)
—a monument

which is now best studied, not on the spot, but in the drawings of Stuart

and Revett, made a century ago, when the work of ruin had not advanced
so far.
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tias.* The next hymn (viii.), to Ares, is quite of a later and

metaphysical turn. It abounds in strings of epithets, and rather

celebrates the mental influences of the deity, than his personal

adventures. This hymn is accordingly attributed by most critics

to the Orphic school. The same may be said of Hymn xiv., To

the Mother of the Gods; nevertheless, all these Homeric hymns
differ widely from the Orphic hymns which still remain on the

same subjects.

I will only mention among the rest that to Pan (xix.),

which is supposed to have been composed after the time

when the worship of Pan was introduced at Athens (490 B.C.).

This little poem is remarkable as one of the few extant Greek

works which show a love and sympathy for the beauties of nature,

and which indulge the fancy in fairy pictures of bold cliffs and

leafy glens peopled by dancing nymphs, and resounding with

the echo of piping sweeter than the nightingale, and the voices

of sportive and merry gods. It is common among English
critics to assert that only in Euripides and Aristophanes of

earlier poets can we find this peculiar and delightful form of

imagination. The Hymn to Pan,^ which reminds us strongly of

'

Patin, Etudes sur les tragiques grecs, iv. 290.
^

'AfJ.<l>l fioi 'Epfj-eiao <pi\ov ySuov ivviire, IfHovffa,

alyiTzS^-qv, SiKfptora, (piXdKpoTov, '6(Tr ava iriai)

SivSpTjepT &fxvSis (potra xoporjOeffi Kiifxcpais-

aire Kar' alyi^nros TverpT^s (mi^ovai KtipTjva

Tlav avaKiK\6/j.evat, vS/j-tov 6e6v, ayKaedeipov,

aiix/J-'flfvO', hs irdwTa K6<pov vi<p6ivra \(\oyxe,
Kot Kopv^as optcov Kal impijivTa Ke\ev9a'

(poira 5* fv6a koI tvda Sta (xexriia nrvKva,

&\Kore fifv fieidpoicrtv ((pf(6iJ.evos fxaXaKoiffiv,

&\\0T€ 5' av ircrprtffiv eV rjAiySoTOifri Stoixffh

aKpoTarriv Kopu(p^v p.ri\6(TK0irov tlffava^aivwy.

iroWaKi 5' a.pyiv6iVTa SieSpa/xev oCpea juaKpa,

TroAA.o/ci 5' iv Kvrnxoicn SiTjXafff, B^pas ifaipcau,

o|€a ^fpK6^ivos' TOTe 5* fffTrepos fK\ay€v olos

&ypris f^aviciv, SovaKoiv vtto fxovcrav aQvpcav

riSv/j.ov
• ovK tiv Tdvyf n-apaSpd/j.ot iv jxeXiiffffiv

opvis, tJt' rapos iroKvavBio? iv TrerdXoifftv

OpTJvov iiriTvpoxiovcr' idxfi /ueAiyripvv aoiSriv.

ffvv Sf
(Tcpiv T^Tf Nv/xpai opfffTtdSfT, XiyvfioKvoi^

(potTwcrai wvKva troafflv eVl
k/iVjj'j; atKavvSpifi
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Euripides' chorus (vv. 167 et seqq.) in the Helena, shows this

limitation to be unfounded. The rest are short proems to various

gods, very similar in character to the spurious opening Hnes of

Hesiod's Works ; one of them (xxv.) is even made up of Hnes

from Hesiod's Theogony. Tlie short Hymns (xiii. and xviii.),

to Hermes and Demeter are mere selections from the greater

poems in honour of the same gods.

It appears from this brief review that the so-called Hymns
are a very various and motley collection of proems to the gods

sung by rhapsodes on secular occasions. In some cases these

preludes were expanded into independent poems. The older

and Ionic pieces breathe a familiar and very secular handling of

the adventures of the gods ;
the Hesiodic pieces were more

serious and intended to instruct the hearers in theology ;
while

the semi -Orphic pieces were still more reflective and solemn.

But they all assume the tone and style of the Ionic epic school.

It is not impossible, in spite of the later com[.lexion of some

few of them, that the collection was made by the commission

of Peisistratus when they were editing or collecting the remains

of both Homer and Hesiod.

§ 102. This kind of poetry was revived, as might be expected,

at Alexandria, and we have still five hymns extant from the wreck

of Alexandrian literature, by the celebrated Callimachus,^ whose

wonderful fertility was not destined to produce much permanent
fruit. These hymns are to Zeus, Apollo, Artemis, Delos, and

Demeter respectively. They are all of considerable length, those

to Artemis and Delos being the longest, but none of them are

interesting. They celebrate, like their Homeric prototypes, the

birth and early fortunes of the god addressed
;
but in the case

of Delos, the wanderings and sufferings of Latona, who is, how-

ever, encouraged by the consolations uttered by her unborn

fieXirourai' Kopvcp^jv Se irepiffrfvei ovpeos r)x<^
—

Sai/xajv S' evBa Kal iv8a x^p^v, tot€ S' is fieffov kpTrtcv,

irvKva. irofflv 5ieVef \ai(pos 5' firl vwra Satpoivhy

XvjKhs ex*') ^'y^PV<f'-v ayaWSfxevos (ppeya /j.o\irais
—

fv fxaXaKCfi AeLfiwvi, t6Sl KpoKOS riS" vaKLV&os

evwSris QaXidwv KaTa/j-iffyiTai S/cpiro iroij;.

'

Bergk thinks {LG. i. p. 749) that Calliinachus imitated not the secular

hymns, but the old religious names—on what evidence I know not.
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child ! Perhaps the best of these over-learned and frigid

poems is the Hymn to Demeter, which, unlike the rest, is

in Doric dialect, and which describes with some humour the

insatiable hunger of Erysichthon, with which Demeter visited

him for cutting down a poplar in her sacred grove. The text

has been lately edited, with more care than it deserves, by
Meineke (Berlin, 1861); there is also an old metrical translation

by Dodd (London, 1755). But modern scholars have long

since decided that Callimachus, however famous among the

Romans, is not to be regarded as a classical author, though he

had the honour of being printed by Const. Lascaris, at Florence,

in 1494, in capital letters, among the very earliest Greek texts.

§ 103. We have, in the collection of so-called Idylls ascribed

to Theocritus, three poems which may properly be considered

in connection with the Homeric Hymns. One of them (Idyll

xxii.) is professedly a hymn to the Dioscuri, celebrating the

victory of Pollux over Amycus, and of Castor over Lynceus.
The work is both well conceived and executed, but Theocritus'

mimic talent makes his dialogue between Pollux and Amycus
rather more dramatic than was the fashion of the old hymns.
There are also picturesque touches (w. 37, sq.), which speak

the poet of the pastoral Idylls. Of the two poems (xxiv. and

xxv.) on Heracles, the first, which is called the Infant

Heracles, and narrates his killing of the snakes in his cradle,

is very like the Hymns, especially that to Demeter, though com-

posed in the Doric dialect. It is not certain that we have the

end of the poem preserved. The second poem is somewhat

more epic in form, and is probably a fragment of a longer

work, or composed with a larger plan. It narrates the visit of

Heracles to Augeias of Elis, where he tells the king's son his

adventure with the Nemean lion. There are bucolic expres-

sions scattered all through this epic poem, which seem to vouch

for its authorship. Many critics are disposed to view it as a mere

fragment of the long epics on Heracles composed by Peisander

and his school, and some refer it to Panyasis, or Rhianus.

Nevertheless, as the poem stands, it detaches one or two

adventures of a god, and tells them in epic form, so that it is

fairly to be connected with the professed imitations of the Hymns
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m the other Theocritean poems just mentioned. They all show

not only a perfect handling of epic style and manner, but con-

siderable force and beauty, and are quite worthy of the great

name of their author.

§ 104. Of the Ila/yj/ta, or sportive effusions attributed to

Homer, I have already discussed the Batik ofthe Frogs and Mice.

It is greatly to be regretted that a much more important

poem, the Ma?-gites, has not been preserved, inasmuch as it

was treated as the genuine work of Homer, even by Aristotle,

who quotes it more than once, and sees in it (though falsely)

the first germ of comedy.' It was a humorous description of a

foolish young man, dabbling in various knowledge, but ignorant

of all practical matters, and making terrible blunders in the

more delicate situations of life. From the extract quoted in

the good editions of Suidas,^ it seems that the poem was not

very decent in its wit. There was a very remarkable feature

about its form—a feature which has exercised modern critics

greatly. Iambic lines were inserted at irregular intervals among
the hexameters of which it mainly consisted. As Suidas and
Eudocia attribute the poem to Pigres,^ it has been thought that

he may have added or interlarded these lines. This is the con-

clusion to which Bernhardy comes, without positively asserting

Pigres to be the individual interpolator
• but the conclusion is

not very safe, for in another of the Tru/yna, the Eipeffiwj/jj, we
have the same feature, and there is no reason to believe that

iambics were invented by Archilochus
; they were rather an

old popular form of verse adopted by him for literary purposes.'*

The Margites was held in high esteem by the ancients, and
was quoted by Cratinus, possibly Aristophanes, Callimachus,

and the stoic Zeno. By Dio Chrysostom, apparently quoting
from the latter, it was regarded as a juvenile work of Homer.
In Suidas' day it seems to have been already lost. The mere

* Arist. Poet. 4 ; Nic. Eth. vi. 7.
* Sub voc. Mapyirris.
* Siii voc. Utypris, the brother of the famous Artemisia, who is said to

have interpolated the Iliad with pentameters.
* The mixture of hexameters and iambics is to be seen in the 125th

frag, (an epigram) of Simonides, ed. Bergk.
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names of two other poems classed under this head are preserved,
the ^^^TziKiyXiciQ and the '£7r7-a7r£»>Toc aVi.

§ 105. In the pseudo-Herodotean Life of Hcmer there are

preserved several other curious little poems, and fragments of

poems, which were falsely ascribed to the great poet, but which

are to us inestimable as showing a glimpse of the popular songs
of early Greece. There is a beautiful epitaph on King Midas

of Phrygia, who had taken a daughter of Agamemnon, despot
of Kyme, to wife, and who died at the time of the Kimmerian
invasion {circ. 68c B.C.). It is strictly an epigram on a bronze

statue set over the tomb. ' There is also an address to the poet's

home, Smyrna, which he left on account of the little apprecia-

tion of his art, which is probably (as Bergk well says) the earliest

echantillon of lyric feeling, though clothed in epic verse. It is

entitled to the Kymceans, which is thought a mistake, arising

from the false reading Kvfxrjg for Iifivpi'rjg in the end of the poem.
The poems numbered i. and ii. are fragments of similar personal

addresses. Of the rest two deserve special notice—that entitled

Kayutvoc or Kfpujutlc, a little address of a wandering minstrel to

the potters as they are putting their work into the oven, praying

success for them if they reward him, but calling upon a strange

assembly of demons, Sabaktes and his comrades, Circe and the

Centaurs, to spoil the work and crack the ware if they treat him

with stinginess. The second, called Etpefftwj'Tj,^ is a song of

I XaA.(cer) irapdevos f</«J, MfSeaj 8* iirl (r7]fiaTi KeTfxaf

fcrr' h.v vSoop re
(>4ri,

koX SevSpea fxaKpa Tf^TjAjj,

7je\i6s T aviiiiv (paivp, \afnrp'fi re ffeK7\vi\,

KoX TTora/Mol irXridwaiv, avaKKv^r; 5e 6d\a<Tcra'

avrov rfjSe fiivovcra iroKvKXavno iirl rvfi^cfi

ayy4\eu irapiovffi, M^Stjs '6ri rfjSe ri&airrai.

It was by some attributed to Cleobulus. It was known to Simonides, and

is referred to by Plato (P/tczdnts, p. 264) as being a sort of poetical

Hound, in which the verses can be transposed without spoiling the sense.

*
Aw/ia irpoffrpatrS/xearff auSphs fi4ya Svvafxevoio,

t)S fxeya filv Svvarai, /xeya de ^pe/xei oA)8ios aei.

aiiral avaKXlveade Qvpaf TfKovros yap fcreifftv

voWhs, (xvv irXouTO) 56 kolL evcppoffwrj reBaKvla^

tipilvT) r ayad^, liira 5' &yyta, fxeara, /j.ev fXrj,

Kvpfiair] S' alel Kara KapMirov tpnoi fJ-d^Ot
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children going from house to house in autumn during Apollo's

feast, and levying what they can get, just as poor children now go
about on St. Stephen's or May-day. As already observed, this

little piece ends with iambic trimeters. It was probably sung
at Samos, but its age is unknown. These two poems, both in

the practices they imply, and in the superstitions they mention,

give us one of the few glimpses we have into the life of the

lower classes in early times. They have nothing to do with

Homer or with epic poetry, but as we have no class of poetry

or of literature where they could find a natural place, they may
still hold the place assigned to them by the ancients, as vener-

able fragments of what the common people sang, while the

rhapsodists were reciting their refined epics at the courts of

kings and nobles.

§ 106. It may be well finally to dispose in a few words of the

external history of the collection. Our oldest testimony to the

existence of these Hymns is a citation by Thucydides (iii.

104) from the first (to the Delian Apollo). His quotation is

remarkable for differing considerably in expression, though
not at all in sense, from our MSS., so that there appears

to have been much liberty allowed the rhapsodists in the

rendering of their texts. The historian goes on to cite the

famous personal passage in which the poet describes himself

as ' the blind old man of Chios' rocky isle
'—a passage which

Thucydides, and with him all the ancients, considered as clear

proof of the blindness and of the Chian parentage of Homer.

Accordingly, though seldom cited in antiquity, the hymns

generally went under the name of Homer. There seems to be

another allusion to the same hymn in Aristophanes' Clouds^

ToC TTOiSbs 5e yuj'T; Korra. SicppaSa ^iifferai ij/x/xiv,

rifiiopoi S' &^ov(n KparaiiroSes is r6S€ Scifia'

ouT^ S' larhv ixpaivoi in T}\iKTpu> fieBav7a.

vevf^al TOi, vev/xai iviavffios, SuTTe xeKiSuv

effTfjK iv irpodvpois, i/ziA?) Tr6Sas' aWa <pip a7i|/o

iripaai t^5' 'AttSWuivi yvidriSo

Kai,

el jiev ri Sdcreis' fl 5e /u^, ovx effrri^ofiiV

oil yotp ffvyoiKTiffovTes ivddS' ij\0ouev.
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and to the Pythian or second hymn in \X\t Knights {\. 1015),
where he quotes (apparently) v. 265

^

;
but after his day, the first

allusions, and those indirect, appear in a corresponding hymn
of Callimachus, and a note of Antigonus Carystius about lyre

strings. Though five or six scholia, gathered from the Iliad,

Pindar, and Aristophanes, allude to them, we do not possess a

single remark upon them directly ascribed to the great Alexan-

drian critics. Diodorus quotes the hymns generally as Homer's,
and so does Philodemus, in one of the recovered Herculanean

fragments. Pausanias also speaks of Homer's hymns generally,

but specially cites that to the Delian Apollo, that to the Pythian,
and that to Demeter. Athenaeus cites the Hymn to Apollo,
but hesitates about its authorship. The scholiast on Pindar

ascribes it to Kinsthon of Chios. Suidas and the Lives of

Herodotus and Homer ascribe them without criticism to

Homer.

Thus we find almost no quotations from them in antiquity.

There is very seldom a reference to any other hymn but that

to the Delian Apollo. Yet about the first century B.C. we find

the Hymns of Homer mentioned, and Pausanias seems specially

acquainted with that to Demeter. The authors of good Greek

scholia cite them, and then we lose all trace of them till the

time of Suidas.

§ 107. Bibliographical. Our extant MSS. are late, none of

them earlier than the fourteenth century. Of these the most re-

markable is that found at Moscow by Matthia; in 1780, and now
at Leyden, for it contains at the opening a fragment to Diony-

sus, and next the famous Hymn to Demeter, not elsewhere pre-

served. Nevertheless, our best authority, Baumeister, prefers

the Laurentian codex (Plut. xxxii. 45), of about the same date,

for purity of text and general merit. All the extant MSS. seem

taken from one older copy, now lost
\
but the Moscow copy

was written by a more learned scribe than the rest, and there-

fore more seriously interpolated and emended. The archetype
was already damaged, as is shown by the short fragment of the

Hymn to Dionysus, with which the Moscow codex opens. But,

' V. 575, where Homer is said to have represented Iris winged ; cf.

the schol. on the line, who refers to the Hymns.
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before it was again copied by the writers of our other codices,

it had lost several more of the early pages, which contained the

Hymn to Demeter. From the mistakes made in our MSS. we
can infer that even their archetype was not very old, and

certainly not written in capitals. They were first printed at

Florence in 1488 in Demetrius' Chalcondylas' editio princeps

of Homer. Then follow H. Stephens, Joshua Barnes, and the

Epistola critica of D. Ruhnken (1749). After the discovery of

the Moscow codex (now Leidensis), we have, among others,

editions by F. A. Wolf (Halle, 1796), by Ilgen, a very complete

book, by Matthiae, Godf Hermann, and Franke, almost all with

the BatracJwmyomachia and Trifles
; lastly, and most conveni-

ently, the Hymns alone with commentary by A. Baumeistei

(Lips, i860), who has also revised the text in the Teubner

series. Of translations I only know the old one of Chapman
(reprinted 1858), of course without the hymn to Demeter;
but this latter has suggested to Mr. Swinburne one of his finest

Poems and Ballads.
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CHAPTER IX.

THE LATER HISTORY OF EPIC POETRY.*

§ 1 08. With the so-called cyclic poets, the natural course

of epic poetry had reached the close of its development. Other

species of poetry arose and satisfied the wants of a newer age.

The historical sense of the Greeks, late in growth and slow

in development, at last substituted prose narrative of real

facts for the poetical treatment of myths. Nevertheless, the

unsurpassed greatness of the old masterpieces perpetually

tempted men of learning and refinement to try a new develop-
ment on these models, which had shown a sustained grandeur
that no succeeding form or metre could ever attain. But all

these attempts were, nationally speaking, complete failures,

though some of them which remain delight us by their beauty
and the elegance of their execution.^ They were in an-

cient days the study of the learned few, in later the arena for

displaying grammatical accuracy and artificial culture. Even

* This chapter oflfers no interest to the general reader, and Apollonius

is the only literary figure which it contains. But some infomiation con-

cerning the later epic poets may fairly be demanded by the special student,

perhaps even because they are obscure.

-
Choerilus, in an extant fragment, probably from the opening of his

Perseis, states the difliculties of the later epic poets with good sense and

feeling :
—

'A /xaKap, ScTTts «t)v Kilvov xpSvov ySpfs aoiSf/j,

Movadicv depdiTwv, or' MripaTOS ^v In Xn/xdv
vvv 5' (Jt€ TTcivTo SeSacTai, fxoixrt 5e neipara rexyaif

v(TTa.T0i uxrre Sp6fj.ov KarfKei-n-ufifd', oiiSi ttt) sctti

rdi'TT) iraiTTali'OPTa vto^vyhs apf^a TeKuffffai.
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in the last agonies of expiring heathenism, the school of Egypt

poured out its turbid utterance of mystery and magic in long

mythological epics, which are now unknown save to the curious

student of obscure books. All these epics are outside the

proper course of the national literature of Greece, M'hich seems

always to have exhausted all the originality in each kind of

writing before it passed on to the next. Nor do they fall

properly within the scope of this book, which is concerned

with that literature which was in Greece national, and not the

heritage of the few. It seems well, therefore, to dispose of

them briefly here, in order to vmte the history of succeeding

kinds of literature without interruption. Those who desire

full and accurate information on this very dry and unprofitable

subject will do well to consult the elaborate and unwearied

work of Bernhardy, who has devoted 120 very long pages to a

thorough examination of these poems and fragments.'

§ 109. The earliest development of this kind seems to have

been in Asia Minor about a century after the chief cyclic poets,

and the favourite subject the adventures of Heracles. These

were specially treated in a poem called Heracleia by Pisander of

Cameirus, a poet of early but unknown date, whose authority on

the labours of Heracles is often invoked, and who was the first

to arm him with the club and lion's skin. Asms of Samos

seems to have been an equally early genealogical poet, who is

quoted by Duris as describing the luxury of the lonians at

Samos in terms not unlike Thucydides' account of the old

Athenians. Athenasus cites a few comic lines from an elegy of

the same poet, and Pausanias refers to him on obscure genea-

logical questions about local heroes. These two poets are

generally placed much earlier than those about to be mentioned,
and Diibner '-^ believes there was a long sleep of epic poetry, till

the excitement of the Persian wars caused it to wake up again,

Herodorus of Pleraclea, though a prose writer, was like them

in subjects and style.

Panyasis, uncle of Herodotus, a man of political note

' LG. ii. I, pp. 538-45S.
^ In his Preface to the Didot ed. of the Epic fragments, followiug

Suidas' &s a^icrSiiffav t7]v iroiriTiK^v iiravij-yaye.

VOL. I. L
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at Halicarnassus, where he fought for the freedom of the town

against the tyrant Lygdamis, gained a good deal of temporary

celebrity by another Heraclda, in fourteen books. Consider-

able fragments of a social nature are quoted from it by Stob^us

and Athenaeus, which specially refer to the use and abuse of

wine-drinking. They are elegantly written, and remind us

strongly of the elegiac fragments on the same subject by Xeno-

phanes and Theognis. He was also, according to Suidas,

author of elegiac poems, in six books, called lonica, on the anti-

quities of Athens, and especially on the Ionic migration. This

work was not without influence on his nephew Herodotus.

His younger contemporary, Antimachus of Colophon,
lived up to the end of the Poloponnesian War as a very old

man, and has been already mentioned (p. 31) as one of the

learned critics who published a special edition of Homer,

quoted in the Venetian scholia. His great interest in Homer
led him to attempt a learned and scholastic imitation (for

original genius he had none) in a very long and tedious

Thcbais. His Lyde, an elegiac poem, does not belong to

the present chapter. He is said by Plutarch, in a suspicious

anecdote (
F//. Lys. 12), to have contended for a prize in a

laudatory poem on Lysander, and, being defeated, to have de-

stroyed the poem. But Plato, he adds, being then young and a

personal admirer of Antimachus, consoled him with animad-

verting on the blindness of his critics. Plato is further said to

have wished for a collection of his poems. Hadrian preferred

him to Homer, and introduced him to notice after he had long

been forgotten. It was left for Mr. Paley to tell us that the little-

noticed edition of Antimachus, the friend and contemporary of

Plato, was perhaps the first publication of the Iliad and Odyssey
in their present form ! The extant fragments of Antimachus

with other epic poets are collected with care by Diibner

at the end of the Hesiod in the Didot collection. They
have no literary interest, being chiefly citations to explain ob-

scure words, which he afi"ected, obscure myths, which he illus-

trated or narrated, or lastly, phrases either borrowed from

Homer, or contrary to Homeric use. The Alexandrian critics

constantly quote him, and greatly admired him, and he may
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fairly be regarded the model or master of the Alexandrian epic

poets. This did not save him from the criticism and ridicule

of Callimachus: Quintilian' speaks of him as being indeed

generally thought by the learned as second to Homer, but as

second by an enormous interval. Plutarch, in his tract on

Talkativeness, gives an amusing example of a babbler flooding
the man who asks him a question with his answer, which

comprises a whole history,
'

especially if he have read Anti-

machus of Colophon.'
Chcerilus (of Samos also), a younger contemporary of

Herodotus, and said by Plutarch to have been intimate wnth

Lysander, is remarkable for having attempted a great novelty—to relate in the epic form the very subject with which

Herodotus founded Greek history. His Perseis sang thu

struggle of Hellenedom with Persia. Its style is said to have

been less artificial than that of Antimachus, who was his rival in

the estimation of the learned. Only three fragments of interest

are left us from this poet, that above cited, then his description

of the Jews in the army of Xerxes—an inaccurate picture,

but very interesting from its early date—and lastly a striking

sentence, supposed to be spoken by Xerxes after his defeat.^

If a judgment upon such scanty evidence were allowable, I

should be disposed to agree with the minority, who placed him

above Antimachus,

§110. These three authors, together with the older Asius

and Pisander, are the obscure representatives of the Greek

epic poetry down to the Alexandrian period, when there was

larger room for literary revivals, as the original genius of

the nation was exhausted. Accordingly, the only later epic
which has ever enjoyed any real celebrity is the Argonai/iica
of the Alexandrian Apollonius,^ commonly called the Rhodian,

^
'^^ Ij § 53> Plutarch de Garr. cap. xxi.

^
Xepcrlv S' uX^ov exo, kvMkos rpvcpes afupls iay6s,

avSpuiv San ufi6vci}V vavdyiov, old t6 ttoWo,

77vevfj.a Aimviffoio Trphs"TPpios %K^aKev aKrds.
'
Rhianus, the editor of Homer, and contemporary of Eratosthenes,

was the author of several voluminous epics, from one of which, the Mes-

seniaca, Pausanias quotes the romantic legends concerning Aristomenes,
the great Messenian hero.

L2
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from his long residence and citizenship there. He was a pupil

of the famous Calhmachus, afterwards his bitterest opponent
on aesthetic questions, and hence his personal enemy, on whom
Callimachus wrote a bitter libel, the Ibis} Ultimately he suc-

ceeded Eratosthenes as librarian in Alexandria. Apollonius,

indeed, deserves more than a passing notice. The aspect of

criticism has veered constantly as regards him, nor can his posi-

tion be yet considered finally determined. For, on the one

hand, we find a good many enthusiastic admirers, especially

among older scholars, who see in him a man of genius, and in

his poems not only a revival of an old and splendid style, but

a revival with distinct and original features. By them he is

praised as one of the greatest lights in Greek literature. On
the other hand, the general neglect of later critics, backed by
that of our classical public, consigns him to that oblivion in

which all Alexandrian work, except that of Theocritus, has lain

during the present century.^ This judgment is so completely

based upon neglect, not upon critical censure, that we may well

hesitate to endorse it, and may turn to a brief examination of a

work once so famous, and so largely commented on in the days
of the scholiasts, but which is now almost a novelty to the

majority of our scholars.

The poem
^
opens with a catalogue of the heroes, and a very

picturesque description of their departure, amid the tears and

sympathy of their relations
(i. 247, sq.). It then proceeds

to narrate their various adventures on the journey. The

writing is simple, and little ornamented, as if the poet's

main object had been to record geographical and mythical

lore, and not to fascinate the reader by his fancy. There
are^

few and short digressions tliroughout the work, too few, indeed,

for an epic on the old model. The more ornate passages

in the first book are the descriptions of the song of Or-
' Cf. Mr. Ellis's learned article on this quarrel in the Academy for Aug.

30, 1879.
^ The same variance of opinion existed of old ; while Virgil must have

greatly admired him, and Varro Atacinus translated him, Quintilian speaks

of his poem as iion cj)itcmneitdum opus aqiia/i qtiadam mediocritah:

^ It is arranged in four books, but each of them so long as to equal two

books of Homer. The whole amounts to some 5,800 lines.
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pheus, which is justly described as Thcogonic in character,

of the cloak of Jason, and lastly some similes which are not

very apt (as the scholiasts note), except a very fine one compar-

ing Heracles, when he hears of the loss of Hylas, to a bull

maddened by a gadfly.^ It may, indeed, be here remarked that

the poet's similes are rather introduced for their prettiness than

for their aptness, and that when he expands one taken from

Homer (as in ii. 543, sq.) he does not im2:)rove it.

In the second book, which continues the adventures of the

Argo, the description of the miseries of Phineus is very in-

teresting, as is also the stirring account of the passage of the

Symplegades. Various curious notices, such as that of the

'black country' of the Chalybes and the couvade of the Tiba-

reni,^ maintain our interest, which is, however, the same kind of

interest as that excited by Xenophon's prose narrative on the

same topics towards the close of his Anabasis.

In the third book we are introduced to the second great

subject, which is combined with the adventures of the Argo-
nauts—the passion of Medea. It is this intensely dramatic ele-

ment which gives the poem its main value, and is an unique

phenomenon in old Greek epic literature. Tliis book is so

vastly superior' to all the rest, that we at once suspect the

existence of some great model, from which ApoUonius must

have copied his great and burning scenes. But we look in vain

through scholiasts and older poets for such a model. Sophocles'

Colc/iians, which were on this subject, certainly did not make
the psychological drawing of Medea prominent, or we must

have heard it from the commentators either on ApoUonius,
or on Euripides' Medea. This latter picture is quite distinct

from that of ApoUonius, and he has not borrowed from it.

There is, indeed, a sort of modernness, a minuteness of psycho-

logical analysis in ApoUonius, which we seek in vain even in

Euripides, the most advanced of the classical poets. The
scene where Medea determines in her agony to commit suicide,

but recoils with the reaction of a strong youthful nature from

death, is the ancient parallel, if not the prototype, of the

'

496, sq., vv. 721-68, and vv. 1265, sq.
*

178, sq., and especially vv. 305-6, 551, sq., v. I002.
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splendid scene near the opening of Goethe's Faust, and is well

worth reading.'

It is very strange that the third book of the Argonaiitica

has not maintained a high place in public esteem. Adverse

critics note that the character of Jason fades out before the

stronger Medea, and that he is the prototype of Virgil's ^neas,-
' 'H KoX (pciipiauhv fxeriKiadev, ri tvi iroWb.

(papjiiaKd ol TO fiiv iir9\a, ra 5e paiffrrjpL (ksito,

ivdffjiivt) 5' iir\ yovvaT oSvpero. Seve 5e ic6\irovs

&\\i)KTOV SaKpvoiai, to 5' ep^eeu karayes avTois,

aiv oXocpvpofiivrjs rhv (hv fj.6pov. 'Uto S' ^ -ye

(papixaKa \(^aadai 6vfj.0(pdopa, Tucppa irdaaiTO.

ijSri Kal Sfff/j-ovs ayeXvero ^aipiajj.o7o, _

f^eXifiv fif/xavTa Svad/xfxopos
—aWd ol &(pv(i)

Sufi oXohf (TTvyipolo Kara, cppevas iiKff 'A'tSao.

e(rX6To 5' aficpacrir; S-riphv xp°'''"'> ^yU(/)i Se Tracrai

dviJ.r]5i7s PioTOio /xi\riS6ves IvSdWovTo.

fivi](Taro ^te^' Tepnvwi', off' ivl ^ooolcrt TreXovrat,

fii/riffaff o/^TjAiKtTjs TnpiyqQios, old re Kovpi)
•

Kai Ti ol 7j4\ios yKvKiaiv yeveT' elaopdaffdai

^ Ttdpos, el iTiov ye rdou eTrefialeff eKaara.

Kal t))V fxev pa irdKiv ff<perepo3v anoKdrdero yovvuiv,

"HpTjs evveairiai fj-erdTpoiros, ovS" eTi ^ovAds

oAAjj 5oid(eaKev
' ee\5eT0 5' al\pa (pavTJva.

7]Si TeKKofxevTjv, 'iva ol de\KTr]pta Soi'rj

<j)dpiJ.aKa avvQealrfffi koI avr-fiffeieu es wtttiv.

KVKvd S' dvd /cAtjiSos eHv \veffKe dvpdwv,

aly\r]v ffKeiTTOixevrf t?/ S' dairdcriov fid\e <l>eyyos

'Hptyev^is, Kivvvro 5' avh irroXiedpov eKaffTOi.

Other remarkable passages are vv. 615, sq., and 961-71,

«/c 5' apa ol KpaSir] ffrrjOewv irefftv, u/xfiara 5' avTois

iJX^vffau
•

depfibv 5e vapri'iSas ei\ev epevBos.

yovvara 5' out' oinffai otjre TTponapoideu aeipai

eaQevev, dw' virevepQe irdyr] TroSas. al 5' dpa reiais

a/i(J)i7roAoi /xdXa Trdffai dirh ff(peiijiv (Kiaffdev.

rii 5' dfecji Kal &vauSoi ecpeffraffav dW-f)\oi(riv,

J) Spvfflv fi fiaKpfiffiv efiS6jj.evoi eXdrriffiv,

aire izapuJffov 'eKr}\oi ev ovpeaiv ippl^wv-rai

vrjve/xlT)
 

fxera 5' airts iiirh ^(irTJj dve/jLoio

KtvvfjLevat dfxdSricrau diveipirov
• &j dpa rii ye

/xeWov oAis (pdey^affdat virh wvoiriffiv "EptoTOJ.

2 Indeed Virgil's obligalions to Apollonius may be traced on every

page of the /Eneid.
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but this tradition was already established by Euripides in his

Medea.

The fourth book returns to the fabulous adventures of the

heroes, during which Medea only appears occasionally, and

generally as supplicating their sympathy or reproaching them
for their coldness in protecting her from the pursuit of her father.

But the main interest to modern readers is gone. The poet
often lets his own person appear, and even once apologises for

telling an improbable myth.^ Two picturesque scenes, the play-

ing ofEros and Ganymede, and the description of the Hesperides
with the wounded dragon,

^ are evidently drawn from celebrated

pictures, or, as some think, from groups of statuary. The

frequent breaking off with '

why should I pursue the subject

further,' or some such excuse, also points to the modem condi-

tion of the poet, encumbered with an endless store of traditions.

His slightly veiled scepticism produces a similar impression.

§ III. Bibliographical. As to MSS., the principal one, which

far exceeds all the rest in value, is in that most famous of all

books, the Plut. xxxii. 9, of the Laurentian library at Florence,

which contains a copy of the tenth century, along with the

equally invaluable MSS. of yEschylus and Sophocles. There

are twenty-five others knoA\Ti, at the Vatican, at Paris, and else-

where. But all critical work must depend upon the Medicean

codex. From it the editioprinceps of I^ascaris (in capital letters,

Florence, 1496) was prepared, the Aldine (Venet. 1521) from

the three Vatican MSS. Then comes the edition of Stephanus.
There are, besides, editions by Brunck, Shaw (Oxon. 1777),

and Schaefer. The newer are Wellauer's text, scholia and

complete indices (Leipsig, 1828), Lehrs' (with Hesiod, &c.

ed. Didot), Merkel's critical text (in Teubner's series, 1872),

and Keil and Merkel's edition in 1S54, with critical notes,

and all the scholia—a fine book. In all these editions the

Greek scholia form the most important element. Those of

the Florentine MS. are very old and valuable, and are said at

the end of the book to be selected from Lucillus Tarrseus,

Sophocles, and Theon. These men's notes are chiefly on

mythological lore, but also give many valuable explanations,

* iv, 1379.
2

jii_ £1^^ sq., and iv. 1395, sq.
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and, especially on the first book, cite the version of the poet's
earlier edition which was then still extant. They criticise the

speeches from a rhetorical aspect, and occasionally censure the

similes, which they analyse with prosaic accuracy. Perhaps
the most curious point in them is their frequent objecting to

the poet's use of pronominal adjectives, which they roundly

(and I think rightly) assert he did not understand.' The
Paris MSS. contain a great many grammatical additions of

later date. There are said to be three English translations,

by Favvkes, Greene (1780), and Preston (1803), the last of

which is a very scholarly work. They have fallen into such

oblivion as to be now rare, even in large libraries.

§ 1 12. I know not whether it is worth wearying the reader with

the later history of epic poetry. But as this obscure and feeble

after-growth will give some idea of the sort of contrast which

exists between classical and post-classical literature, I will for

once inflict upon him a page of names and titles. These will

serve me as a good apology for having avoided any fuller treat-

ment of the Alexandrian epoch.

In the age of Apollonius, we have the epic studies

among the poems of Theocritus, which have been already

mentioned, but they seem to me more in the style of the

Plomeric Hymns than of the longer Homeric epics. They are

careful and very perfect studies by the learned Alexandrian of

the old epic style in short and complete episodes
—in fact, idylls

in the strictest sense of the term.

The Emvpe of Moschus (about 3rd cent, a.d.) seems to be an

epic idyll of the same kind, of great elegance and fmish, but

with the erotic element more prominent than would have been

natural to the real epic age. The description of the basket of

Europe (vv. 37-63) is elaborated almost like that of the shields

of Achilles and Heracles, and perhaps marks the contrast

in the old and the new epic significantly enough. In the

same category may be classed the Megara^ or dialogue, of

125 lines, between Megara and Alcmene, concerning the absent

Heracles, which is attributed to the same poet. This poem,
like most of the short epic fragments of the Alexandrian epoch,

> Cf. schol. on ii. 544; iii. 186, 395, 600, 795 ;
iv. 1327.
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is not a whole in itself, but a sort of fragment, as it were,
intended for a longer poem. This Mega?'a ends with

the dream related by Alcmene, which evidently portends the

death of Heracles. These somewhat monotonous but elegant
exercises will be most easily consulted in Ahrens' Bucolici

(Teubner, 1S75), where, however, too many of the Theocritean

collection are called spurious, and printed at the end of the

volume.

§ 113. From this period onward there is a long gap in our

epic records, though we know that sophists and grammarians
paid much attention to this style, and that the Indian adventures

of Alexander gave rise to a taste for Indian and other Orien-
tal fables, and especially descriptions of the Indian adven-
tures of Bacchus. But we find no enduring result till the

beginning of the fifth century, when an epic school was founded,

principally in Upper Egypt, and of whom two representatives
are well known—Nonnus and Musaeus. There are several

others mentioned in the fuller literature of the time. First,

Quintus Smyrnseus (called Calaber, from the finding there of

the MS.), who wrote a continuation of Homer in fourteen

books, thus taking up the work of the cyclic poets, who were

probably lost before his time. Then Tryphiodorus, who wrote
an Odyssey and an extant Capture of Troy, in some 700
lines, and CoUuthus, who wrote a Rape of Helen. These
latter were Egyptians, and lived in the fifth or sixth century.

They can be conveniendy studied in the Didot collection,
in w^hich they are all printed after Hesiod.' But these

works are not worth describing. Nonnus only, standing
between the living and the dead, composing, on the one hand,
his long epic on tne adventures of Dionysus, and, on the other,
his paraphrase of St. John's Gospel into Homeric hexameters,
is a most interesting figure, though beyond the scope of the

historian of Greek classical literature. Even the life of Christ

' Before the publication of this most useful volume (edited by F. S.

Lehrs and Dubner), the later epics, and the fragments of the earlier, were

very inaccessible, and only to be found in old uncritical or stray modern
editions. Most unaccountably, the epic of Nonnus is excluded from this

otherwise complete collection, which includes even Tzetzes.
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was put together in Homeric hexameters, called Centones

Homerici, which were attributed to the Empress Eudocia, and

thought worthy of being printed by Aldus (1501) and Stephens

(1568), but apparently as Christian literature.

The Hero a?id Leander of Musaeus has, perhaps, maintained

a higher place and greater popularity than any of the poems of

this later age, and deserves it from the exceeding sweetness and

pathos of both style and story. But it is hard to find a reader

who has ever seen the original, though it has been immortalised

by Byron in his Bride of Abydos, and thus kept alive in modern

memories.
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CHAPTER X.

THE RISE OF PERSONAL POETRY AMONG THE GREEKS.

§ 114. There is a sort of general impression produced by
the marked divisions of Greek Literature in our handbooks, that

the newer kinds of poetry did not arise till the epic had decayed,
and that this latter quickly disappeared before the splendour
and variety of the new development. This is a great mistake.

The most celebrated and popular of the cyclic poets were either

contemporary with, or even subsequent to, the greatest iambic

and elegiac poets, and the revival of epic poetry about the

time of the Persian wars, and again at Alexandria, proves how

deep and universal a hold it maintained upon the Greek mind.

Nevertheless, after the opening of the seventh century B.C. it

ceased to supply the spiritual wants of the Greeks of Asi-a

Minor. No original successor of the poets of the Iliad and

Odyssey had arisen, and the Greek public were not satisfied

with the perpetual imitation of these old masterpieces. They
were still less attracted by long mythical histories in epic verse,

which pretended to be epic poems, but missed the tragic unity

necessary to interest the hearer, and seemed rather designed to

instruct the calm reader in mythical lore than to satisfy the

longings of the heart, or feed its emotions. While, therefore,

epic poetry was making no advance, the social and political deve-

lopment of the Asiatic Greeks was growing with giant strides.

Contact with the old Empires of the East gave them material

culture, while traffic with barbarians brought them wealth to

carry out their ideas. Perpetual conflicts, and fusions of classes,

and adventures of war and of travel—in the Odyssey still the

appanage of kings
—

brought out the feeling of personality, of
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self-importance in the poorer classes, and this feeling could not

but find its expression in popular poetry.

We cannot sever the poets of this age according to their

metres, for they almost all used various metres indifferently j

nor even according to their dialect, for this often varied

with the metre ; nor does Melic poetry stand in any real con-

trast (as to content) with elegiac and iambic. The division

which I desire to follow is, first, subjective or personal poetry,

including the early elegiac, iambic, trochaic, and such like

verse, also those more strictly lyric poems which are called

yEolic, and in which Alcseus or Sappho sang their personal joys

and griefs ; secondly, public or choral poetry
—in this age

always lyric, which consisted of those hymns to the gods, or

processional odes, or songs of victory which were of public sig-

nificance, and into which the poet only accidentally introduc^ed

his personality. These public poems were not at first com-

posed by special bards, but as schools and tendencies became

fixed and developed, poets like Stesichorus and Pindar came to

devote themselves almost exclusively to this side.

§ 115. As I have already explained (p. 4), short lyrical effu-

sions were never wanting among the Greeks, and irregular or vary-

ing metres were already common among the people, when the

long pompous hexameter was constructed by educated men, and

raised to the universal form of higher literature. Short halting

rythms for fun and ridicule, bold anapaests for war and for

procession
—these were no new inventions among the Greeks.

Yet this in no way detracts from the capital merit of the great

man who felt that epic poetry had exhausted its national his-

tory, and that he must seek among the people, and among the

songs of the people, the inspiration for a renovation of poetry.

The ancients are unanimous about the man, and fairly agreed
as to his date, which they mark by the reign of Gyges, king of

Lydia.' Later researches have brought the date of Gyges con-

' It is, indeed, fixed by his frag. 25 (ed. Btrgk,whose Fragg. Poet. Lyr.
I quote throughout), quoted by a scholiast as the earliest use of the word

rupayyls :
— 

oij fioi TO VvyfO) Tov TToXvxpvffov (UeAei,

ouS' eiAt ird /xe (.'fjAoj, oii5' ayaiopLai

diSiv fpya, /J.eyd.\ris 5' ovk (pew rvpavvidos'

cnrdirpodev yap ianv o<pQa\ixwv ifiwy.
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siderably below 700 b.c.,^ so that while Hesiod was in the

poor and backward parts of central Greece modifying, with

timid hand, the tone and style of epic poetry, without aban-

doning its form, Archilochus, storm-tost amid wealth and

])overty, amid commerce and war, amid love and hate, ever in

exile and yet everywhere at home—^Archilochus broke alto-

gether with the traditions of literature, and colonised new terri-

tories with his genius.

The remaining fragments show us that he used all kinds of

metre—elegiac, iambic, trochaic and irregular lyric. He is often

said to have invented iambic and elegiac verse. But we know
that older poems, such as the Margites, contained iambics, and

this verse seems associated from the beginning with the feasts

of Demeter,^ who was specially worshipped at Paros, where

Archilochus was born. And no doubt all the other metres he

used, though improved and perfected by his genius, were known

among the people.

One of them, however, deserves special mention, because

even the ancients felt an interest about its origin
—the so-called

elegiac. The word tXeyoq (ikeyeJor) can hardly be originally a

Greek word, and seems of Phrygian derivation. ^ It was applied

in early times to a melody of plaintive character on the

Phrygian flute, whether with or without a song is uncertain.

The old shepherd's pipe (avpty't,) seems to have been sup-

Archilochiis further mentions the devastation of Magnesia by the Kim-
merians. The evidence is summed up by Susemihl in a learned note to

his translation of Aristotle's Politics (vol. ii. p. 185).
' Cf. Gelzer's curious paper Das Zeitalter des Gyges, who fixes his reign

at 6S7-53 B.C. by references to him in Assyrian inscriptions.
^ This is described in the legend as tlie cheering of the sad goddess by

the maid lambe and her coarse wit. Cf. Hymn to Denieter, v. 199, sq. :
—

ouSe riv ovt' eve'i irpoa'rrTiKra'ero ovre Tt ^pycp

ctXA.' ay^XacrTos, anacTTos iSr]Tvos T/Se ttotj/tos,

7i(TT0, irudii) ixLVvdovffa ^aQv^wvoio Qvyarpos,

irpiv y OTe S^ x^^^V^ A"'' 'Ufi0ri k4Sv elSv7a

TToWa TrapacrKJivTova'' irpf^paro irSrviav, a.yvi]V,

fiuSi^aai yeXdcrai. re Kal 'LXaov crxer^ 6vp,6v

% S^ 01 Kal iTretra /j.e6vcrrepov evaSey 6pyai<i
' Tt is not older than the fifth century, eTTTj being at first applied even

to elegiac verses. Cf. Theognis, v. 20.
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planted by this better instrument («i/Xoe),' made of reeds,

which is alluded to in the marriage scene in Iliad E, and in the

description of the Muses in the Hymn to Hermes. But the

name elegy was gradually restricted to that peculiar modification

of hexameters, by interposing the halting pentameter, which

remained through the rest of Greek history a favourite mode
of expression in personal poetry. We have all manner of sub-

jects treated in this metre—morals, military and political exhor-

tations, proverbial reflections, effusions of love and grief, epi-

grams of praise and epitaphs of sorrow—so much so that it is

difficult to say what is its proper province. Perhaps there

are three points, and three points only, which may be called

permanent features in elegiac poetry. In the first place, it is

personal^ subjectiv^e as the Germans call it, and this feature

comes out plainly enough even where the poet is discussing

public topics, as in Solon's elegies, or narrating epic myths, as

Antimachus in his Lyde. Even these were strictly personal

poems. In the second place, it is almost always secular, reli-

gious poetry being either hexameter or strictly lyric in form.

Thirdly, it is Ionic, and except in the case of epigrams or

epitaphs, which are always of a local colour, is restricted to the

dialect where it first arose.

We usually speak of the elegiac poets of Greece as if they

were a distinct class, but there is hardly one of them at this epoch
who did not use various metres, as appears even from the extant

fragments. Thus Archilochus, so celebrated for his iambic satire,

used the elegiac metre freely and with great elegance ; Tyrtseus

employed anapaests, and Solon iambics. There is in fact

hardly an early poet of whom we know much, except perhaps

Mimnermus, who does not follow the example of Archilochus

in the use of various metres. The previous use of elegiacs, of

which the invention was attributed to Archilochus, may perhaps

be established by the alleged quotations from Callinus, a poet

of Ephesus about the fourteenth Olympiad (720 B.C.), who during

the conflicts of Magnesia with his native town, and during the

' Mr. Chappell has shown {Ilist. of Music, i. p. 276) that it was pro-

baLly constructed on the clarinet principle, with a vibrating tongue of

reed inside the mouthpiece.
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dreadful invasions of the Kimmerians, wrote warlike exhorta-

tions in elegiac metre, of which a considerable fragment has been

preserved by Stobaeus. There is, however, considerable doubt

whether this passage is not the work of Tyrtseus, or some other

early poet, and the shadowy figure of Callinus can hardly stand

for us at the head of this department of Greek poetry, though
Strabo distinctly asserts him to have been slightly anterior to

Archilochus.

§ 1 16. This latter poet is plainly the leading figure in the new

movement, and a strong and vigorous personality, who spoke

freely and fearlessly of all his own failings and misfortunes.^ He
was born of a good family at Paros, but lived, owing to poverty,

a life of roving adventure, partly, it appears, as a mercenary

soldier,^ partly as a colonist to Thasos
;
nor do his wanderings

appear to have been confined to eastern Hellas, for he speaks
in praise of the rich plains about the Siris in Italy (frag. 21).

He was betrothed to Neobule, the youngest daughter of

Lycambes, his townsman
;
but when she was refused him, pro-

bably on account of his poverty, he vented his rage and dis-

appointment in those famous satires, which first showed the

full power of the iambic metre, and were the wonder and the

delight of all antiquity. He ended his life by the death he doubt-

less desired, on the field of battle. In coarseness, terseness, and

bitterness he may justly be called the Swift of Greek Literature.

But even the scanty fragments of Archilochus show a range of

feeling and a wideness of sympathy far beyond the complete
works of Swift. He declares Mars and the Muse to be his

' 'Critias (says ^lian, Var. Hist. x. 13) blames Archilochus for re-

viling himself extremely, for had he not (says he) circulated this charac-

ter of himself through the Greek world, we should not have learned that

he was the son of Enipo, a slave, or that, having left Paros on account

of poverty and distress, he came to Thasos, and there quarrelled with the

inhabitants
;
or that he reviled alike friends and enemies

;
nor should we

have known in addition, but for his own words, that he was an adulterer,

nor that he was licentious and insolent ; and, worst of all, that he threw

away his shield.'

2
Mercenary soldiers, generally thought to belong to a later age, were

common at that time, for the Greeks were always ready to sell their ser-

vices to the rich Asiatic kings. Cf. Archil, fragg. 24, 58.
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enduring delights, but yet what can be more passionate than his

love and his hate in all other human relations ? He has noble

passages of resignation too,' which sound like the voice of his

later years, when his hardest taskmaster had lost his sway.
But even these are as nothing compared to the real gush of

feeling when he describes his youthful passions,'^ his love for

Neobule, passing the Homeric love of women. Here he has

anticipated Sappho and Alcasus, as in his warlike elegies he

rivalled Tyrtseus, in his gnomic and reflective wisdom Solon and

Theognis, in his jibes Cratinus and Aristophanes, in his fables

.^sop.

Of his Hymns to Heracles and Dionysus we are not able

to form any opinion. Moreover these belong to the choral lyric

poetry of the Greeks, which we separate and regard under a

different head. But it is clear that his Hymn to Heracles and

lolaus, also called an Epinikion of Heracles, after his labours,

was so popular that it was regularly sung at Olympia by a

friendly chorus in honour of the victors on the day or evening
of the victory. This the scholiasts on Pindar's ninth Olympian
ode tell \is, and the custom must have lasted till the later

lyric poets Simonides and Pindar were paid to write special

odes for these occasions. It is remarkable that in this hymn,
of which the scholiasts just mentioned have preserved two or

three lines, the leader sang the refrain (in the absence of an

instrument), while the chorus sang the body of the hymn,

'

Frag. 66 : Qv/xe. Qvfi afirixdvotcri K-fiSeaiv KVKcofiei/e,

[&v€x^J Sva/xevccv 5' a\€^ev irpocrPaXuv ivavrlov

CTfpvov, ivZoKolffiv e'xfpw!' TTXT](Tiov KaTacTTadeXs

a,(r(pa\fQ)S' Kal jx-i^re vlkuiv aficpiiSrii/ aydWeo,

fi'fjre viKr]de\s eV otKco KaTaireawv oSvpeo'

fxr] KirjV ylyvaiaKe 5' olos pvarfihs ai/Bpcuirovs ex**"

Cf. also fragg. 56, 74.
-
Frag. 84 : AvaTijvos fyKetp.ai irSBcf)

Ix^l^vxos, xaA67r77cri 6iu>v oSiivrjcriv t/CTjTt

Trewapfifvos St' offrecev.

And frag. 103 : To7os yap (ptXSrriTOs tpws inrh KapZi-qv i\v(r6f]s

iroWijv Kar ax^vv 6/J.i.i.a.roou ex^^f

K\4\^as iK crTi)Oiuiv anaAas (ppivas.
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Archilochus' poems, which were considered by competent critics

inferior to none in Greek Literature, except in their subjects,

were preserved and known down to the Byzantine age, when

their outspoken coarseness caused them to be left uncopied,

and even dehberately destroyed by the monks.

§ 1 17. The next poet of this period is Simonides,^ or, as some

call him, Semonides, son of Krines, of Samos, who led a colony
to the island of Amorgos, after which the poet is called, to dis-

tinguish him from the later Simonides of Keos. Here he dwelt

in the town of Minoa. The chronologists place him about 01. 29

or 30 (660 B.C.), and make him contemporary with, if not later

than Archilochus. Though chiefly celebrated as one of the

earliest iambic poets, he wrote the ArchcEoIogy of Samos, in two

books of elegiacs, of which no trace now remains. About forty

fragments of his iambic verse are to be found in Bergk's collec-

tion, but only two of them are of any importance. One (25

lines) reflects on the restlessness and trouble of life, and recom-

mends equanimity in a spirit of sad wisdom. The other

(120 lines) is the famous satire on women, comparing them to

sundry animals, owing to their having been created of these

respective natures. Though sceptical critics have endeavoured

to pull this fragment in pieces, and subdivide it into the work

of various hands, we cannot but see in it the stamp of a pecu-
liar mind, and a sufficient unity of purpose. The end only is

feeble, and may possibly be by another hand, if feebleness be

accepted as proof of spuriousness. The tone of the poem is

severe and bitter, but with seriousness and strong moral con-

victions
;
the picture of the good woman at the close is drawn

'

Bergk {Fragg. Lyr. pp. 515, 596, sq.) has shown considerable grounds
for the existence of an early Euenus of Paros, who wrote erotic and sympotic

elegies, of wliich fragments remain in the collection called by Theognis'

name, and addressed to this Simonides as a contemporary. There was a

later Euenus of Paros, with whom he may have been confused, and so

forgotten. This is possible, but still so early an elegiast sliould have at-

tracted sufficient notice to have escaped oblivion. I therefore hesitate to

rehabilitate him, but think Bergk's arguments well worth indicating to the

reader.

VOL. I. M
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with warmth and feeling, and shows that the poet did not un-

dervalue the sex.'

I have elsewhere ^ commented on the special features of the

poem. The general idea recurs in the fragments of Phokylides.
One of the latter fragments (i6) is notable as implying the

haipu of later days to have been fullblown in the seaports of

Ionia, even in the seventh century B.C., nor do I know of any
other early mention so explicit.^

There is another early Iambic poet, Aristoxenus of Selinus,

cited by Hephsestion on no less authority than Epicharmus' ;

but he quotes from him only one anapccstic line :

ris a.\a.^oveiav ir\eicrTa,v irape'xei tuv avdpwiraiv ;
toI udvTies,

and we wonder at such scepticism in 01. 29, the date attributed

to the poet by Eusebius. But we can say nothing more of him

than to record the echo of his name.*

§ 118. We pass to a more famous and better preserved poet,

Tyrt^us, who does not hold a place among the ' lambo-

graphi,' as his remains are either elegiac, or anapaestic
—the

metre suited for military marches.

When the famous Leonidas was asked what he thought of

Tyrtseus, he answered that he was ayadoQ riwv \pvxaQ aiKaXXen'

—good for stimulating the soul of youth
—and the extant frag-

• tV 5' SK iJ.f\l(T(Tris' Tr\v ris evrvx^^ \afiuv

Kiivri yap olri jxSijjlos ov wpocri^dver

BdWei S' vit' avrrjs Kairae^erai Pios'

</)iA7j
Ss ffvv (piKevPTi yripdcTKei nSaei,

TiKOvaa KaXhf Kovvoi.i.dK\vTov yevos'

KapiirpeiTy)! jJ-iu eV ywai^l yiyverai

irdffTjcri, Bflrj S' a/xpLSfSpo/jiev x^^P'S

ouS' fv yvvai^l Vjoerai KaOrj/aevi],

'6kou Xeyovffiv acppoSicriovs Xoyovs'

roias yuvaiKas du5pd(Ttv x^t^'C^Tai

Zei/s Tos apiffras Kol iroXvcppaSecrTdTas.
= Social Greece, 4th ed. p. III.

^ Archilochus' frag. 19 is not so characteristic.

* He is classed by O. Miiller (ii. 55) as an actual forerunner of Epi-

channus among the originators of comedy, which, if his date be truly as-

certained, would be a grave anachronism. The tone and spirit of all

ihe early iambic poets was of course akin to comedy, yet we can hardly

confuse them with a school so distant and so unlike.
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ments confirm this judgment. We have several long exhorta-

tions to valour (about 120 lines), with pictures of the

advantages of this virtue, and the disgrace and loss attending

on cowardice. There are also slight remains of his £/j/3ar^pta,

or anapaestic marches, which were sung by or for the Spartans

when going to battle, with a flute accompaniment. These war-

like fragments differ little from the fragments of Callinus, so

little that many critics attribute the chief fragment of the latter

to TyrtEeus. He is also said by Pollux to have composed songs
for three choirs—one of old men, one of middle-aged, and

one of youths, and this is curiously illustrated by a fragment
of such a composition preserved in Plutarch,

^ where each line

is sung by a chorus of different age.

There are also some remains of a poem cited as evfofjla,

which was distinctly political in character, and intended to

excite in the public mind of the Spartans an attachment to their

constitution, and especially to Theopompus, the Spartan hero of

the second Messenian war. This leads us to the circumstances

of Tyrtseus' life. He tells us himself that he was contemporary
with the second Messenian war, which was carried on by the

gi-andsons of the combatants in the first. We are told that the

hardships of this war to the Spartans were very great, that a

large part of their territory adjoining Messene was left unculti-

'

Lycii'<'glis, 21 : "Az-i/j-es ttok ^ifxis uAkl/lIol veaviai.

"Afxfies Se 7' el/j,4s' al 5e Xrjs, avydcrSeo.

"Afi/ies Se y' iffcrdfiecBa iroAA.(j5 Kdppoyes.

Benihardy (ii. p. 604) thinks that the tripartite v6/j.os mentioned by
Plutarch (0« Music, p. 1134 A), which Sakadas composed, with the first

verse Doric, the second Phrygian, the third Lydian in scale, may have been

similarly intended to convey the temper of various ages of human life, but

the actual combination of Dorian and .^olian modes by Pindar seems

rather to weaken the conjecture. The fragments of Tyrtceus are mere

extracts quoted by Lycurgus, or Stobteus, or other authors, and have,

therefore, no separate MS. authority. So also there are no separate

editions, so far as I know, except that of W. Cleaver (anon. 1761), with

an English metrical translation and notes, and the new Italian version,

also with a text and notes by Felix Cavalotti (Milan, 1878). The most

convenient text is that of Eergk in his Lyrici. The reader will find in his cri-

tical notes references to a number of special essays upon TyrtKus by Osaiiu.
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vated
;
and INlessenian elegies long preserved the tradition of

the hero Aristomenes chasing his enemies across hill and dale.

Under these trying circumstances chronic discontent, or what

the Greeks called orao-fc, broke out, and the Spartans, by the

direction of the Delphic oracle, came to seek from Athens

an adviser. Later panegyrists of Athens added that the

Athenians sent in derision the lame schoolmaster of Aphidnse,
whose songs so inspirited the Spartans as to give them finally

the victory. Other allusions, however, speak of him as a Lace-

daemonian, others as an Ionian. How much of these legends is

true it is very hard to say. That the Spartans
—a race very sus-

ceptible of excitement through poetry and music, but not pro-

ductive in these arts—should have been advised to borrow a

famous poet of warlike elegies from some foreign cit}* is not at

all incredible, nor is it more so that the style already popular
in the home of Callinus and Archilochus should have been

domesticated at Athens. The consistent tradition as to

Tyrtseus' origin cannot be rejected by us, though he completely
identifies himself in his poems with his adopted country, and

^Tites as a Laconian.^

The story that he was summoned to Sparta on the authority
of the Delphic oracle is told of a number of other remarkable

poets about the same time, and shows, if true, that the priests

of the shrine had in their minds the fixed policy of improving
the culture and education of Sparta in the seventh century B.C.

It is not unlikely that they (and the Spartan kings) foresaw the

dangers arising from the one-sided Lycurgean training, which

was now in full force there, and sought to counteract them by
stimulating a love of poetry and music. Thus a whole series

of poets is reported to have been invited to Sparta by the

behest of the Delphic oracle, and to have ordered and esta-

• It should be observed that he adheres to the traditional Ionic dialect

in his elegiacs, but writes his marLhing songs in the Spartan :
—

Kovpoi iraTfpcov TroKtaTau,

Xata yikv Xtvv irpo^dXecrdf,

ddpv 5' fiirSK/xoDS jSaAAere

JU.T) (piiSSfMevot TOj (was,

ov yhp vdrpiof Ta STrapTO.
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blished not only the national songs of the Spartans, but public
contests in music, poetry, and dancing.

§ 119. This brings us for the first time into contact with

the true lyric poets of Greece, who, however, have been so

constantly confounded with iambists and elegists (themselves
also lyric poets) that it is necessary to call them by a technical

name, and style them, as is always done in Germany, Melic

poets. The distinctive feature of these poets, v.-ho were exceed-

ingly numerous, but are exceedingly ill-preserved, and very
various in character, was the necessary combination of music,

and very frequently of rythmical movement, or orchestic, with

their text. When this dancing came into use, as in the choral

poetry of the early Dorian bards, and of the Attic dramatists,

the metre of the words became so complex, and divided

into subordinated rythmical periods, that Cicero tells us sucli

poems appeared to him like prose, since the necessary music

and figured dancing were indispensable to explain the metrical

plan of the poet. I have no doubt many modern readers of

Pindar will recognise the pertinence of this remark. It is

therefore certain that the rise of melic poetry was intimately
connected with the rise or development of music, and accord-

ingly most historians of Greek literature devote a chapter in

this place to that difficult subject. It is, however, so completely

unintelligible to all but theorists in music, and there is even to

them so much uncertainty about the facts, that I feel justified

in passing it by with little more than a mere reference to the

many special treatises on the subject.'

§ 120. It may, however, be well to enumerate briefly the

various technical terms for the many different kinds of melic

poetry. The simple song of the ^olic school was sung by
one person, and was never complicated in structure, as it was

merely intended to reveal personal and private emotion : the

choral melic poetry of the Greeks was, on the contrary, grand,

' Cf. Westphal's Griechische Miisik ; Fortlage's article in Ersch und
Gruber's Griechenland ; Mr. Wm. Chappell's Hist, of Music, vol. i. ;

and the chapter on the intelligible results of much abstruse investigation
in my Rambles and Studies in Greece,



1 66 HTSTORV OF GREEK LITERATURE. CH. x.

elaborate, and public in its tone. It was devoted to state interests

and public affairs : nor did the poet venture to obtrude himself

except by passing allusions. In very old times, it seems that the

nomc (yufior) addressed to the gods was sung before the altar,

with the lyre, by one singer ;
but this fashion early made way

for choral performance, when it was called hymn {vf.ivoc). Quite

distinct was the Trpoaolior, a processional song, accompanied

by flutes, as the chorus marched to the temple. The pcean and

dithyramb are hymns addressed to Apollo and Dionysus respec-

tively. When the melic poem was accompanied with lively

dancing it was called hyporcheme {y-Ki>pyr\\ia). All these poems
were performed by men and boys, but there were special com-

positions for a chorus of maidens, called parthetiia (napdivia).

These titles all indicate religious poetry, and no doubt this was

the earliest field of melic verse
;

but although secular matters

had many other forms (such as the elegy and the yEolic song)

suited to them, even the forms of religious song were adapted
to them on great public occasions, and so we have in Pindar's

day iyKwfiia, songs of praise ; kniviKia, songs of victory; and

bpTfvoi, laments for the dead—all secular applications of melic

poetry. These technical details seem necessary to explain the

constantly recurring terms, which the historian cannot avoid.

§ 121. As I have already mentioned, the poets of this early

period, if we except the epic poets, were almost all composers
in various metres, and, what is more important from the point

of view of this work, they did not clearly separate their private

feelings and public functions. The iambic metre, which in

Archilochus was essentially personal and subjective, became,
in the hands of the earlier Simonides and others, the vehicle

for general sketches and for proverbial philosophy. The earlier

elegy, which is essentially public and patriotic in character,

down even to Solon's day, was, nevertheless, by Mimnermus

brought back to its original scope
— that of amorous complaint

and tender grief, nor did subsequent ages and languages

accept the tone of manly endurance and of political teaching

as the natural voice of the elegy. When Tyrtjeus and Alcman

were friends or rival bards together at Sparta, the melic hymns
of the Lydian were not recognised as more essentially public
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than the warlike elegies of the Athenian, Thus even Theognis
and Solon cloak their pubHc advices under the form of per-
sonal exhortations to friends, or even to themselves, and Pindar

carries on his private controversies under the cover of public

hymns of victory and praise of the gods. But according as

the various styles were developed, certain precedents began to

make themselves felt. No severance, however, took place till

after the rise of Doric choral poetry ;
when this division of

melic poetry appropriated all the public affairs of men. On the

other hand, the iambic, and more especially the elegiac, metres,

which had been of universal application hitherto, began, with

the ^olic songs, to affect a personal and private complexion.

Hence, from this period onwards a division according to

metres, though even now far from satisfactory, to some extent

accords with that I have adopted above (p. 156). I purpose

treating first the personal poetry in the later iambic and elegiac

poets, as well as in the ^olic melos, and then the public lyrists

of the Doric type, including the sepulchral epitaphs, which

were generally elegiac in form, but public in character.

§ 122. The student should carefully distinguish between

Kidcipwcia'] B.nd(\pi'ki]) KLddfjimc, singing with a string accompani-
ment and mere harp playing, and similarly oiJAw^a// and cti/X?;rtv//.

Thus Olympus was a mere avXriTLKog, to be expunged from the

list of lyric poets, and Clonas of Tegea seems to be the first

avX<i)Cii;6(:, or composer of melic poetry with a flute accom-

paniment ;
and this innovation was supported by the similar

advance of Terpander.
For this remarkable man, who stands at the head of the

melic poets, is called the first Ktdap<o^6c, or composer of melic

poems accompanied throughout by the lyre, in contrast, I

suppose, to those epic recitations which began with an arajSoXii

or prelude on the instrument. If this be true, it puts him in

competition with his great contemporary Archilochus, who
is said to have first composed independent accompaniments

(vw6 TTjy wcj))'), as previously the instrument had followed the

voice note for note (-Trporrxopca Kpovew).

We know nothing of Terpander's youth, save that he was

i)orn in Lesbos, the real home of melic poetry, and came, or



1 68 HISTORY OF GREEK LITERATURE. CH. x.

was called, to Sparta, where he established the musical contests

at the Karnean festival about 670 B.C. (01. 26). He was said

to have been victor at the Pythian contests for four consecutive

eight-year feasts, which brings down his activity at least to the

year 640 b.c. Thus we may imagine him the older contem-

porary of TyrtJeus. Not twenty lines of his hymns remain
—solemn fragments in hexameters or heavy spondaic metres,

which show that hymns to the gods {nomes) were his chief pro-

ductions.' It is evident that epic poetry was still predomi-
nant when he wrote, and affected his style. One interesting

personal fragment is quoted by Strabo to prove that he in-

creased the strings of the lyre from four to seven. ^ Strabo

seems sure about the sense, though not about the genuine-
ness of the lines. But in spite of his authority, supported by
that of Mr. Chappell,^ and the curious statement of Plutarch,*

that he deliberately gave up the use of many strings, and won
his prizes by playing on three, I think Bergk has hit the truth

where he interprets the passage not of the strings of the lyre,

which according to the Hyfnn to Hefmes had been originally

seven, but to the divisions of his odes, which having been four,

were, according to Pollux, increased by him to seven.*

§ 123. The names of Clonas of Tegea, of Sakadas of Argos,
of Polymnestus of Colophon, of Echembrotus of Arcadia, are

mentioned as successors to Terpander in the art of combining
music and poetry, but have no place now in the history of

Greek literature, as all their works have long perished. The
same is the case with the more celebrated Thaletas of Crete,

' Here is one :

ZeC navToiv apx"-, ttolvtcov ayriTcop,

Ztv, ffol CTreVSw Tavrav v/xvoy apxif.

On the metre cf. Bergk, J^/.G. p. 813. The hnes are best scanned as

molossi with a catalectic syllable.

* 2oi 5' ri/j.i7s Tirpdyripvi' aTroffTtp^ai/Tes aoiSaif

iirraroycj! (popfiiyyi v4ovs KeXaSrjrro/JLev vfjLvovs,

'
///j/. of Music, i. p. 30.

< De Mus. 18.

^ Viz. iirapxa., ixfrapxo-, KOTarpoTra, yueTOKaTOTpoTra, ofi(pa\6s, trippayts,

iir'tKoyos. Regarding i!ie first two as equivalent to irpool/jLiov and apxi, the

third and fourth (transition members on either side of the 6iA<fia\6s), and
the im\oyos, were evidently the newer members.
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summoned by the oracle (as Tyrtseus was) to heal pestilence

and sedition, and attach the citizens more firmly to the

Lycurgean constitution. He is reported to have organised
aft-esh the Gytnnopcedia in 01. 28 (664 B.C.), and to have

composed, not only names, like Terpander, but hyporchemes and

pceafis, which were sung by a choir with rythmical movements.

He is referred by Plutarch to the school of Olympus' nomes,

played with the flute, and not to Terpander's.

§ 124. The first essentially lyric poet that lives for us is

Alcman, who stands somewhat isolated at the head of the

melic poets, and still belongs to that remarkable epoch of

literary history when Sparta, during the seventh century, was

gathering from all parts of Greece poets and musicians to

educate her youth. Pausanias saw his tomb at Sparta, among
those of celebrated and noble Spartans, and speaks of his

odes as not deficient in sweetness, though composed in the

unmusical Spartan dialecn' This is true, the fragments are of

great merit
;
but if the dialect does not impair their beauty, it

certainly makes them to us, as it did to the old grammarians,

very obscure. We learn from Alcman that he boasted his origin
to be from no obscure or remote land—enumerating many
countries which perplexed even the old commentators—but from
the lofty Sardis.2 It is to be presumed that he had, at least, an
Ionian mother (if he was not brought as a slave to Greece in early

youth) ;
for no pure Lydian could have written as he did, not

even in the Ionic dialect, but in that of his adopted country.
But the whole history of the man, and the main features of his

fragments, show us how completely the Sparta of the seventh

'

1^ TToirjcrai'Tt Mfiara oiiSev es tjhov^v avrwv iXv/x^jvaro raiv AaKcavuv m

yXSiffffa, rjKiffTa 7rapf;^0(UeVr) rh fvfpaivou.
^
Frag. 25 : ovk efj av^p &ypoiKos oiiSe

arKaihs ovSe frapct (TO(pola'iv

ovSe @e(T(Ta\hs yivos
ovS' 'Eputrixawj ovSe iroiuriu,

oAAo 'SapSicov air' aicpav.

And cf. frag. 118, quoted from Aristides, ii. 50S : 'Erepoi^i toIvw Ka\\ann(-
6iJ.eyos Trap' OffOLS evSoKi/j.e'i, roffavra koL rotavra ^Qvt] KaraXiyei Sxtt ert vvp
roits ad\iovs ypafifiarterras ^vtup, oi 7^s toDt' elvai.
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century differed from the Sparta of the fifth, and how utterly

the Spartan gentleman who warred against Messene would

have despised the ignorant professional warrior who afterwards

contended against Athens. The very adoption of a Lydian at

Sparta (Suidas says a Lydian slave), and his proud enumera-

tion of geographical names, imply a spirit the very reverse of

the later exclusiveness (^evrjXcKTla). So also the love of eating

and drinking which the poet confesses of himself, his account

of the various wines produced in the districts of Laconia, his

open allusions to his passion for Megalostrata, and the loose

character of his erotic poems generally,' are quite foreign to

the ordinary notions of Lycurgean discipline. I suppose that

the royal power, which endeavoured to assert itself in early

times, and was only reduced to subjection by the murder of

Polydorus, the submission of Theopompus, and the gradual

strengthening of the power of the ephors, attempted to carry out

a literary policy like that of the Greek despots. In the seventh

century, before the struggle was finally decided against them,

the kings, aided by the Delphic oracle, sought to emancipate
the subject races from political, the dominant from educational,

slavery ;
and so it came that poets like Alcman, who sing of

wine and love, who delight in feasting and eschew war, could be

tolerated and even popular at Sparta. But the first of the melic

appears also the last of the Spartan poets.

His six books contained all kinds of melos, hymns, pseans,

prosodia, parthenia, and erotic songs. His metres are easy and

various, and not like the complicated systems of later lyrists.

On the other hand, his proverbial wisdom, and the form of his

personal allusions, sometimes remind one of Pindar. But

the general character of the poet is that of an easy, simple,

pleasure-loving man. He boasts to have imitated the song of

birds (fr, ly, 67)
—in other words, to have been a self-taught

and original poet. Nevertheless, he shows, as might be ex-

' Athenaeus cites (through Chamctleon) Archylas to the effect that

Alcman yiyovtvai twu fponiKuv fjuKwv riytfidva, koX sKSovvai irpcvTov /nfKos

aK6\affrov hvTa k.t.\., and then quotes frag. 36. Of course Alcman had be-

fore him the example of his earlier contemporary Archilochus. The fragg.

35-9 are unfortunately inadequ te specimens of th's side of his genius.
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pected, a knowledge and appreciation of Homer. Several

fragments express a peculiar love and study of nature, somewhat

exceptional for a Greek lyrist. Of these, the most remarkable

is his description of night,' which is more like the picture we

should expect from ApoUonius Rhodius or Virgil than from an

early Greek poet. The other is evidently written in advancing

age, and with a presentiment of approaching death. ^

But by far the longest and most interesting relic of Alcman

was found in 1855, by M. Mariette, in a tomb near the second

Pyramid
—a papyrus fragment of three pages, containing a

portion of his celebrated hymn to the Dioscuri. Two of the

pages are wretchedly mutilated, and the sense of the whole

composition is very obscure and difficult. This extraordinary

discovery is not so precious in actual results as in the hope it

gives us of rescuing in the same way other portions of the old

Greek poets from their oblivion. It also gives us a very early

specimen of Greek writing, and one of great value for the his-

'

Frag. 60: euSoutrii' 8' opewv Kopv<pal re Koi <j)dpayyes,

irpiiovfs re Koi xapoSpai,

<J)uAA.a 6' epTrera Q' 'dffcra Tpe<pei fifKaiva jala,

Bripes opecKwoi re Kai yivos fxeXtffffav

Kal KvaiSaK' eV ^ivOeffi n-op(pvpias aASs'

evSovffiu S' oiwvwv

(pvXa ravvTrTepvytev.

'A beautiful peculiarity,' says Mure {Hist. Gk. Lit. iii. 206), 'of this

description is the vivid manner in which it shadows forth the scenery
of the vale of Lacedsemon, with which the inspirations of the poet were so

intimately associated ;
from the snow-capped peaks of Taygetus down to

the dark blue sea which washes the base of the mountain. The author

would find it difficult to convey to the imagination of the reader the

effect produced upon his own by the recurrence of the passage to his mind,

during a walk among the ruins of Sparta, on a calm spring night, about an

hour after a brilliant sunset.'

^
Frag. 26 : oi \x %ri, irapdeviKot fJ.e\tydpv€S ifj.ep6(pcovot,

yv7a (ptpetv Svvaraf 0d\e Sr; ySaAe K-qpiiAos eirjj',

8s t' iirl Kv/xaros avdos afi a\Kv6ve(T(n ttottjtoj

vrjXeyis fjTop ^X'"^! o,\iTr6p(pvpos etapos opvis.

The term KripvXos was used for the male halcyon. On $d\e, the mar-

ginal note says the full word is a/3aA.e, <r-qfj,avriKbu eiixv^t and equal to

6<t>e\ev, eXde, fWe.
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tory of palaeography. I append the more intelHgible part in a

note below.'

' Its restoration has been attempted (since its first publication by Egger
in his Mt'moires d'histoire ancienne) by Ten Brink and Bergk, with some

success ; lastly, by F. Blass in Hermes, vol. xiii. p. 27, from whose text I

quote, as it differs considerably from earlier restorations. After celebrating

the victory of the Dioscuri over the Hippocoontidse, the poet proceeds to

sing the praises of Agido and Agesichora.

Col. II. Srp. 5'.

2 'EcTTJ T(S (TltilV riffts' 3^
oS' 6\l3ios, HcTTis evcppuv

a/xepav StairXfKei

5 &K\avaTos. fywv S' deiSw

'AyiSics rh (poos' 6pu> /^O

p' St' aKiov, Svirep afj.iv

'AyiSio fiaprvp^Tai

ipaivev. ifie 5' ovt' (waivev

10 ovTf ficofxeffOai viv a KK^vvi. xopciyhs

ovSaficos erj' SoKen yap ijfiiy avra 45

€KirpfTrr]s t&js <j)Vep olf Tis

iv fioTols cTTacreiev 'lirirov

irayhv ae6\ocp6pov KavaxdiroSa,

15 Tajj/ viroTreTptSiwv oveipaiv.

:S.rp. e'.

''H ovx ipv^ ;
^ M^'' KfXrjs 50

'EveTiK6s' a 5e x^^Ta

Tos ifias avex^iius
'

Ayr\(Tixipo-s iwavOfi

20 XP"'^^^ ¥''"' ^K-flpUTOS,

t6 t apyvpiov irpSffaiitov, 55

Zia(p6Zav Ti roi \4y(t> ;

'Ayriffix'^pO' M^'' cci'to"

a5e SiVTepa 7re5' 'A7i5aij' rh flSos

25 Vttttos il^i]uifi K6Aa^ oes Spafielrai,

Tol UfXitdSes yap a/xtv 60

'OpOia (pdpos (pepoiffais

vvKra 5i' afx^pocriav ayecripiov

SffTpof aheipojxivai fidxovTai.

Srp. ^.

30 0{/T€ 7c{p TI nopcpvpas

rScTcros nSpos Sktt' anwai, 65
oljrf TTomKos Spdiccov

irayxp^c^os, ovSe filrpa

Av5(a, veaviSwv

i
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§ 125. RetLirning to the elegy, or personal poetry of the epoch,

we come to a very distinctive and remarkable man, Mimnermus

(called Liguastades, for his sweetness), the first composer of

purely private and sentimental, as opposed to political, elegies.

There are, indeed, in his fragments historical allusions, and he

describes (fr. 14) with much fire, and in a spirit not unworthy

of Tyrtseus, the valour of a hero * who scattered the dense

phalanxes of the Lydian horsemen through the plain of Her-

mus.' This he had heard from the elders who remembered

the wars with Gyges, for the date of Mimnermus is given as

01. 37, or the close of the seventh century, and he was an

early contemporary of Solon. But his other fragments are those

of the greatest interest, and are chiefly from his book or books,

called Nanno, after a flute player whom he loved without

success. He is himself called an avAwooc, or singer with a

flute accompaniment, and he probably revived the old plaintive

COL. III. Tav oTSa (papZv &ya\fia,

ovSh Tol l^avuccs KSfiat, "JO

oAA' ou5' 'EpaTO ffieiSris,

ovSe '2v\aKis re Kal KXfTicricrripa,

K oiy is Alvr^cn/j-^pdras ivOoiaa. <pa(Ts7s

'

'A(TTa(j>is Te fJ-ot yevoiTO,

Kol KoriyKenroi. ^iXvWa, 75

Aaixaiira t' epara T€ ''lavQefx.ls,*

aW' 'Ajncrix^pa fie rripel

2Tp. C.

10 Oi'' yap a KaKK'i.(T<pvpos

'Ayr](nx6pa irap ahrit ;

'A7i50r ij.4<T(p' tip fiivei, 8o

daxTTTipta Ka/J,' tTraire?.

aWa Tap[S' afijcov, criol,

15 Se'latrO'" aTTOvrirl &ya

Koi reXos' ypavs r6 ris

tiiroifii k'
' a-Kav fiev aiiTO, 85

vapcfivos fiaTav airh Bpafoi \e\aKa

y\av^' iyciiv 5e t5 fj.fv 'Adri fidXiffra

20 avSavr^v epcD' ir6v(i>v yap

dfj.iv larmp iyevro'

e J 'Ayriffixipas Se vedviSes 9^

^ ^' aivas ipaTus iirefiav,'
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elegy of the Phrygians, in close sympathy with the sorrowful

laments of his sweet and tender muse. To the later Alexan-

drians, and the Romans, whose reflective age peculiarly appre-

ciated the sad world-weariness of this bard of Kolophon, the

Nanno elegies of IMimnermus were a favourite model, and

we may perhaps assign to him the position and title of the

Petrarch of Greek Hterature.

It is remarkable that the contemporaries and immediate

successors of ISIimnermus were of a different opinion. The

poets who desired to sing of love and passion did not adopt

his elegiac metre as their fittest vehicle. It still remained the

metre of political and philosophical expression, of wise advice,

of proverb and of epigram. To early Greek love, to the pas-

sion of Alcaeus, Sappho, and Anacreon, no form could be more

unutterably slow and cold than the deliberate hexameter.

When bookworms at Alexandria and Roman dilettanti began

to talk about love, it suited them well enough, and it was the

subdued and resigned attitude of Mimnermus, his modernism,

if I may so say, which made him to them, and to many of the

moderns, so sweet and perfect a singer of love.

I do not think the famous fragment (12) on the perpetual

labours of Helios so striking or characteristic as those which

sing of the delights of love, and the miseries of old age
^—

yrjpus

'
T)lxiiS S' oia. re (pvWa (pdfi iroXvavOeos Sipj)

capos, OT ali|/' avyfjs av^srai rie\iov,

rois iKiXoi ir'{]xviov iirl xp^^ov &vQe(nv Tj^rjy

Tepn6iJ.{Sa, wphs Oeciv elSdres ovre KaKbv

oi/T' ayaQou
•

KXjpes 6e iTapfCjri]Ka(n fi4\aivai,

•^ /ifv exoyo'a t(\os y^jpaos apyaXeov,

7] 5' fTt'prj davaTOio' fiii/vvOd St yiyvtrai y0r]s

Kapir6s, '6(Tov S' eiri yr)v KtSvaTai rjiKios'

ainap iirrjv Stj tovto r4\os irapajxelypeTai wpr)s,

avriKa Tedud/xevai 04\tiov ?) ^ioTOS
'

iroWa yap eV Ov/x^ KaKa yiyverar &\KoTe oIkos

TpvxovTai, irej/irjs S' epy' dSvvrjpa ireAer

&KKos S' av iraiSwv eiriSeieTai, wvre ud\i(rTa

l/xiipoiv Kara yrjs ipx^Tai (Is 'AtSriv

HWos voicov e;^€4 dvfxocpdSpov oiiH Tiy iariv

avdpdnrotiv, ^ Zfvs jutJ Ka/ca voK>a BiSoi.
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apyaXiov, as he calls it, applying an epithet which he used with

curious consistency of all manner of disagreeable necessities.

In his hatred of old age, he struck a note which found response
in many Greek hearts at all times, and Sophocles and Euripides

repeat without improving the burden of his elegies.

Almost all the fragments (some 90 lines) express the same

gloom and the same despair. We owe the preservation of

most of them to Stobseus
;
Strabo has cited a few of geogra-

phical importance, Atheuccus that on the sun's course. His
ninth fragment tells how ' we left the lofty Neleion of Pylos,
and came in ships to the lovely Asia, and into fair Kolo-

phon we settled with might of arms, being leaders of wild

daring, and starting from thence by the counsel of the gods we
took the yEolic Smyrna.' This is a very early and clear piece
of evidence for what is called the Ionic migration, which has

been doubted, or relegated to the region of myths by some

sceptical historians.

§ 126, Mimnermus leads us over naturally to Solon,
who addressed him in a still extant fragment, in reply to his

lines :
—

at yap arep vovcruiv re Koi apyaXeaiv fie\eSwyci>>

e^rjKOVTaerr] jj-dlpa k'ixoi BavaTov.

Solon's answer was as follows :
—

dAX' fi /xoi Kau vvv ^ri Treicreai, e^eAe rovro,

/UijSe /ji-tyaip' '6ti crev \£ou
iire(ppacrdiJ.7]v,

Kol fxiTavoiriaov, AiyvaffrdSri, SSe 5' &eiSe'
'

OySaiKoi/TaiTT] fxalpa klxoi 6oi.v6.rov.

It appears then that these elegies were well known, and
the poet yet alive, when Solon was a literary man. The
events of Solon's great life form an important chapter in

Greek history, and can be found there by the student. We are

here only concerned with his literary side. He is remarkable
in having written poetry not as a profession, nor as his main

occupation, but as a relaxation from graver cares. He was
first a merchant, then a general, then a lawgiver, and, at last,

a philosophic traveller
;
and all these conditions of life, except

the first, are reflected in his extant fragments. As usual
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with the personal poets of that epoch, he employed various

metres, of which the elegiac was the chief, but the iambic

also prominent, and not for satire and invective, but for poli-

tical and philosophic reflections. Some lines, apparently from

early compositions, are cited to show his high appreciation of

sensual pleasures, and there are features in his laws which

prove that he made large allowance for this side of human na-

ture in his philosophy. Amid the various feelings which appear
in his personal confessions we miss the poetical despondency
of Mimnermus, and that peculiar beauty and sweetness of ex-

pression, which made him an unapproachable master of the

elegy in our modern sense. Solon is a practical man, at times

a philosopher who speculates on Providence and the life of

man; again, a noble martyr for his country, who feels beset by
foes and jealous rivals, and complains bitterly that he stands

alone and unfriended in the state which he has saved. But he

is always manly, and, perhaps, somewhat hard and plain in his

language, choosing poetry as the only known vehicle of expres-

sion in his day, but saying in verse what in after days would have

been said in prose. Hence it is that the later orators found

him so suitable for quotation. His political recollections, and

his advices to his friends, were in Athens handbooks of poli-

tical education.

There remain but eight lines of his famous elegy called

Salat/iis, whereby he incited his people to persevere in wrest-

ing this island, the place of his birth, from Megara. Of his

Meditations ('YTrudiiKcu etc 'AdrjyaiovQ and eli- kavrdy) several

long passages are quoted, one by Demosthenes,' to which the

student can easily refer
;
several by Plutarch and Diogenes

Laertius in their lives of Solon, another by Stobasus. The

last, a passage of seventy lines, is of great interest as con-

taining a summary of Solon's philosophy concerning human

life, but can hardly be fairly conveyed by quoting short extracts.

Tvlany other snatches of proverbial wisdom, or gnomes, are

cited from these vTroOijicai, and are among the sententious frag-

ments which have made historians speak of the Gnomicpods of

' In his nopaTrpecTiSei'a, p. 254.
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Greece as a distinct class. ^ This was never the case, though
there can be no doubt that the personal poets from this time

onward adopted a philosophical tone which made them pecu-

liarly fit for educational purposes. Many of his poems bore on
their titles personal dedications, it

foe, KptTiav, Trpoc (^iXoKv-n-por,

TvpoQ (S?wKor, thus preserving the personal character of the elegy,

while treating public topics. The last cited was in tetrameters,

and told of the temptations and solicitations to which the great

lawgiver had been exposed.'^ He also composed melic poems
for musical recitation at banquets. All these varied scraps,

full of precious historical information, do not now amount
to more than 250 lines. I will quote the elegy on the nine

ages of man (though doubted by Porson), because it seems

preserved entire in a somewhat inaccessible treatise of Philo,

and because it develops an idea often since repeated in philo-

sophical poetry. This poem is, indeed, constantly referred to

by ancient authorities.^

'

e.g. iroWol yap TrXovrevcrt KaKoi, ayaOol 8e nrivovTai

dw' T]jj.iis avTOis ov
Siafj.ei\f/6jj.e9a

TJjs aperris rhv irXovrov, eirel rh jxev e/JLireSov ahl,

Xpy]f-o.Ta S' dvdpdiTTwv &WoTe &Wos ex^'-

And HdvTrj S' adavdrajv acpav^s v6os ai/Opdnroicriv,

a text admirably developed in his frag. 13, of meditations {vtrodriKai ejs

iavrSv) ,

^ He was thought a fool by his friends not to seize and hold the

tyranny of Athens when he had the power, for in their opinion it was

worth being flayed alive to have once enjoyed such a position. Euripides

gives an admirable expression of this Greek passion for holding a tyranny in

the speech of Eteocles in his Phanisscz, vv. 500, sq.
—the solitary passage

which may have come from Euripides through George Gascoigne into

Shakespeare, as will be shown in a subsequent chapter.
3 iroTs ^>.\v &vriPos euiv €tj vr)irios epKos oSdvrwv

(pvcras iK^d\\€i irpioTOV iv eirr' irecriv

Toiis 5' fTipovs 0T€ Si] Te\4(Tr) Oebs eirr iviavrovs,

55)3ijs iK^aivfi (T-fifiara yeivo/j-ivris'

rfi TpiTaTTi 5e yiveiov a^^oix^voiv en yviaiv

\axvovTai, xpoirjs avOos d/^6i;3o/xev»jy

Tp 5€ rfrdpTri irus rts iv e^So/j-dSi /xey' &pi<TT0S

Iffxvv, %VT oivSpis artfjLaT ixo^<^' apiTTJs'

irifiTTTri S' iipLOv &vSpa ydp-ov ixip-vriixivov flrau

VOL. I. N
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It is often maintained that Solon is the one great poUtician

who holds a place in Greek literature, but this is only true for

us, and would never have been asserted had the works of his

contemporaries reached us. It seems, on the contrary, to have

been the fashion at this period for every important political

man to teach his fellow-citizens in elegies, and to write con-

vivial songs, as we may see from the notices of Diogenes about

Pittaciis, and Periander, and Bias.' Hence the reputation of

the so-called Wise Men, who, according to all the different

lists of them, agree in combining poetical teaching with practi-

cal politics. Thus the wild confessions of Archilochus, which

were followed up in Lesbos by no less passionate effusions,

led the way to confessions of far different men, and to the

development of the didactic side of elegiac and iambic poetry.

The elegy assumes from this time onward this special charac-

ter, and, if we except its public side, as epigram, and a few

imitations of the older social tone, appears confined within

limits ^mkno^vn in the seventh century.

§ 127. Contemporary with the serious and philosophical

poetry of Solon, we have that remarkable burst of genius in the

island of Lesbos, which, though it lasted but a generation, has

affected the lyrics of the world more than all the rest of Greek

poetry. This school, though strictly melic, and always ac-

companied by music, differs fundamentally from the Doric

Ka\ TraiScov ^r}Tilv flffOTrlcrctj yfVfffv
'

Tf 5' e/CT7? TTfpl TravTa KarapTverai voos a.vSp6s,

oiiS' epSeiv iff ofius fpy' aird\a/j.ya 6f\er

fiTTct. 5e vovv Kal yXcScraav et> t^So/xdcnv /ue'-y' &pi(rros

OKTw r' a./jL<poT€pcoi' T€(T<Tapa Kal Setc' erTj"

T^ 5* ivarri erj niv dvuarai, fiaXaKcLrepa 5" avrov

Trphs fj.eya.\7]v aperrjV yAucrad re Kal ffo^lr]'

rrj SfKarr) 5' 8t€ Stj reKeffTj Oths eW' iviavrovs,

ovK hv &eijpos eitiv ixoipav ex"^ Oavdrov.

' By comparing Herodotus, i. 170, concerning Bias' political advice to

the lonians, with the verbally similar statement of Diogenes Laertius, i. 5,

eiroirjcTf 5^ irfpl 'Iwvias, rlva /xaAiffra &>» rpSirov fiiSat/xofolTi, fls iiTt] Siffx'^'o,

I am persuaded that in Theognis, vv. 757-68, we have an actual fragment of

Bias preserved, describing the blessings of the proposed Ionian settlement

in Sardinia.
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melos, in being personal, secular, and composed in a difterent

and local dialect, the ^olic. I therefore prefer classing it with

the personal poetry of the Greeks, and separating it from the

public choral poetry, with which other historians have com-

bined it. At the head of this famous ^olic poetry stand

Alcaeus and Sappho, contemporaries, and both of Lesbos,

flourishing from the 40th Olympiad onward.

We know of Algous that he was an aristocrat of Mitylene,

that he fought against the Athenians for the possession of

Sigeura, but fled, and threw away his shield, which was hung up

by his adversaries as a trophy. He was ever busy in the con-

flicts of the aristocrats against the rising power of the people,

and against the tyrant who professed to represent them. About

01. 45 he assisted, along with his brother Antimenidas, and with

Pittacus, in the overthrow of the tyrant Melanchros
;
but when,

after much trouble and the death of another tyrant, Myrsilus,

the gi-eat body of the citizens chose Pittacus as their dictator

(a power which he held 589-79 B.C., and then resigned),

Alcffius and his party were exiled, and lived a roving and adven-

turous life. Alcseus went as far as Egypt, Antimenidas as a

mercenary to fight under Nebuchadnezzar, King of Babylon,
and distinguished himself by slaying an opposing Goliath. At

some time during Pittacus' rule Alcseus' party attempted a for-

cible return, when he was taken prisoner, but at once liberated

by the man whom he had reviled with the greatest bitterness

and fury in his poetry. These few facts show us in Alcaeus the

perfect picture of an unprincipled, violent, lawless Greek

aristocrat, who sacrificed all and everything to the demands of

pleasure and power. These are the men, and this the type of

aristocrat, which gave the tyrants all their opportunities.

§ 128. Of Sappho (in her own dialect '^aizd^a) we know that

she was the daughter of Skamandronymus (or Skamon) and of

Kiel's. She was small and dark, but, notwithstanding these

defects, often called beautiful. The official position of her

brother Zarichus, who was public cupbearer, and the adven-

tures of her brother Charaxus, who was in the wine trade with

Naucratis, and spent his substance on the fair Rhodopis, would

imply that she too was of rich and aristocratic birth. She
N 3
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is said to have had a daughter Kleis, and to have stood in

friendly relations to Alcasus. She gathered about her a society

of various maidens, who were inspired by her example to cul-

tivate music and poetry. Of these the most celebrated was

Erinna, whose poem called 'HXa^-ar?; (the Spindle) was quoted
and admired.

There is no hint of political Avriting in the remains of

Sappho. She seems to have devoted all her genius to the

subject of love, and was decidedly the greatest erotic poet of

antiquity. The exceeding passion in her extant fragments, and
the constant travesties of her in the middle and new comedy,
to which her position as a literary woman made her peculiarly

exposed, have produced a general impression against her

moral character. She sang of her unrequited love for Phaon,
and a legend came to be believed that she had in despair
cast herself from the Leucadian rock, at the remote end of

the Greek world. She is further accused of having felt an

unnaturally violent passion for her girl friends, and her poetry
has been called licentious and immoral. There has been a

warm controversy between Welcker, on the one hand, who
with over-chivalry has vindicated the honour and purity

of Sappho, and Mure, on the other, who has turned aside

from his path
^ to undertake the unpleasant task of proving

that her passion was no mere enthusiasm, and that she

was no better than she ought to be. Without entering upon
this unsavoury discussion, I venture to suggest that both ad-

vocates are wrong in assuming that their own view excludes

that of the other. If I understand the aristocratic society of

these times rightly, what we call purity and virtue, and what we
call unchastity and vice, were as yet to a great extent fused in

that larger and more human naturalism, which embraces im-

pulses of both kinds in their turn, and which refuses to consi-

der momentary passion a permanent stain upon honour or even

purity. The highest virtue of the Greek aristocrats did not

exclude all manner of physical enjoyment.*^

• Hut. of Greek Lit. iii. pp. 315, 496, sq.
* M. E. Burnouf [Lit. grecque, i. p. 194) points out with great good sense

that most literary historians have falsely imagined the society and habits of
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% 129. Having thus summarised our scanty information

concerning the hves of these great artists, we may approach at

more leisure the more important question of their position and
services in the development of Greek literature. The first

point to be settled is their fihation, if any, or their utter inde-

pendence from previous art, and their recurrence to the pure
source of popular song. It seems to me that the direct

heredity of Alc^eus, at all events, from Archilochus has been

very much overlooked. • No two poets in Greek literature are

so like in temper. Not to speak of distinct copying, such

as the confession of throwing away his shield in Alcseus, we
can see in the abuse of Pittacus a political counterpart to

the attacks on Lycambes, we can see the same employment of

very various metres, the same enjoyment of love and wine, of

rambling about the world, and of adventure. Neither poet
uses the unvarnished dialect of his native town, but from expe-
rience of travel, and probably from purely artistic reasons,

both write a Uterary form of their national speech. So far as

the love poems of Archilochus are extant, they seem also the

distinct forerunners of the poetry of Sappho ;
there is the same

flow of passion, the same indescribable power of painting the

the ^olians at Lesbos to have been exceptionally free and even loose. They
probably differed in no social or moral respect from their Ionic neighbours
in Samos, Teos, and elsewhere. Both contrasted with the notions deve-

loped in course of time at both Sparta and Athens. ' A Tepoque de Sapho
et d'Alcee, les cites eoliennes et ioniennes avaient encore ces mcEurs aris-

tocratiques qui les font ressembler, a beaucoup d'egards, a la republique de

Venise du temps ou le noble Marcello composait pour la haute societe du

Grand-Canal les psaumes qui ont rendu son nom celebre : les relations

sociales y etaient libres et faciles, quelquefois licencieuses, mais toujours

empreintes d'elegance et de cette noblesse de manieres qui appartienne aux

aristocraties. Du reste le climat des iles et des rivages eoliens est d'une

douceur qui tourne a la mollesse, et qui engendre aisement la volupte ;

le canal de Lesbos est eclaire le soir d'une suave lumiere et parcouru sans

cesse par des brises tiedes, mais non enervantes, que parfument les arbustes

odoriferants des montagnes. Les richesses et le luxe de I'Asie abondaient

sur ces rivages et donnaient aux nobles Grecs de ces contrees ces habitudes

de langueur et de poesie passionnee, dont nous retrouvons encore quelque

chose dans leurs descendants italiens et asiatiques.*
' Horace {Ej>ist. i. 19, v. 28) points out clearly the metrical filiation.
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agony of desire. In these features they both contrast with the

gentler and more resigned complaints of Mimnermus, who

naturally uses the calm elegiac metre, while the others felt the

necessity of shorter and more hurried rythms. The dialect ot

Sappho is more strictly the local language of Mitylene, and
not so purified as that of Alcaeus, but both were full of hard

expressions, which are perpetually commented on by lexico-

graphers.

On the whole, antiquity seems to have placed Sappho in

the first rank, and despite the variety of subjects and of interests

in Alcseus, preferred the pure voice of gentle and womanly feeling

in her love poems. But the Alexandrians thought differently,

and while several of them edited critical texts of Alcseus, they
seem to have paid no similar attention to Sappho. Never-

theless, according to M. Burnouf, both poets survived till the

eleventh century a.d., when they were burned at Constanti-

nople and at Rome, in the year 1073, during the popedom
of Gregory VII. Thus these inestimable exponents of Greek

feeling have only reached us in slight and scattered fragments,
most of them by mere grammatical or lexicographical notes.

§ 130. Their lyrics, apart from the difficult dialect, are far

more easy to comprehend than the more elaborate rythms of

Pindar, Alcman, or Stesichorus. For instead of long complicated

systems, which required all the help of music, and even of danc-

ing, to bring out the symmetry, and carry on the hearer to the

antistrophe and the epode, the odes of Alcseus and Sappho
were constructed in short simple stanzas, which were easily

comprehended, and recitable even without their musical accom-

paniment. They were in fact the earliest specimens of what is

called in modern days the Song or Ballad, in which the repetition

of short rythms produces a certain pleasant monotony, easy to

remember, and easy to understand. It is this quality, in con-

trast with the elaborate systems of Pindar's metres, which

makes Horace exclaim that Pindar is inimitable, and which led

him to confine himself to the ^olic poets of Lesbos, and their

simpler art. We know perhaps as much of Alcaeus and Sappho
through Horace as through their own fragments. For though
the genius of the Roman poet was totally different, though
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the political and erotic passions of the Greek aristocrat were
not only strange to his nature, but the very reverse of his

teaching, yet he adhered so closely to the idiom as well as the

measures of his models, that much of the old Greek grace and
some of the fire are felt through the colder medium of his

translations.

But while Romans and moderns have proclaimed this side of

the lyric poetry as the best and the most perfect, the verdict of

the Greeks was quite different. No one doubted the intense

genius of both poets, or of their successor, Anacreon
; Sappho

especially is praised through all Greek literature as a tenth Muse,
as equal to Homer, as unapproachable in grace and sweetness.

Yet the course and development of lyric poetry drifted away
from them

;
the simple song did not speak to the Greeks like

the great choral systems of Stesichorus and Arion, and thus

the last and most perfect development of this kind of poetry, of

the melos of the Greeks, was no offshoot of the school of Lesbos.

For the character of this Lesbian poetry was such as to dis-

pense with oi'chesiic, and this was to the Greeks so important an

element in melic poetry, that the higher kinds were not to be

appreciated without it. All this will appear clearly when we
come to treat of choral lyric poetry.

The poems of Alcaeus were divided according to subjects—
first Hymns, then Stasiotica, telling of adventures in politics and

war, then Skolia, then Erotica; nor were the latter three very

clearly distinguished. Two books are cited from the editions

of Aristophanes and Aristarchus. Sappho's poems, on the

contrary, were divided into at least nine books, and according to

metres, but all called indiscriminately ^utXr/. She wrote hymns,
like Alcaeus, but both poets composed in a free and secular

spirit, nor did they take their place among the really religious

poets of the Greeks. Their metres are very various—some of

them very difficult to analyse in our fragments, and there is no
reason to think that what we know as the Alcaic and Sapphic
metres were the most prominent in their works. They are so

fully described in the prefaces to Horace, that I need not

detail them here. Sappho was said to have first introduced the

key known as Mixo-Lydian, and to have raised the epithala-



l84 HISTORY OF GREEK LITERATURE. CH. x.

mium to a place in artistic poetry, though the form seems to

have been fixed by Alcman or Stesichorus. Her two longer
extant fi-agments have been preserved as specimens of excel-

lence by Dionysius and Longinus.^

We have no fi-agment equally long from the works of

Alcaeus, though there are many beautiful thoughts still surviv-

ing, such as that cited by Plutarch, which makes Eros the

child of Iris and the West wind—of the sunlit showers and

soft breezes of spring. His fragment 40 is directly copied from

a passage in Hesiod—if both do not repeat an older popular

song. His metaphor of a storm-tossed ship for the agitated

state became at once a commonplace in Greek literature.*

The unusual forms of the -^olic dialect make the readings of

all these fragments very uncertain and contested.

• ^(dviToX fXOl Krjvos IffOS QiolfflV

ffi/j.eu'' diPtjp, offTis ivavTLOS toi

i^dvei, Kol TTXatriov aSu (puvev-

<ras viraKovei

Kal yeXalcras ifiepSey. T6 fioi /ia^

KapSiav iv ffrrjOeaiv eTrrdacrej',

its yap fiidov ^po-)(_^(iis <re, (poivas

ovSev It' ef/cei
•

oWot Ka/x fieu •yXoiacra eayf Xeirrbv 5'

avTiKa XPV "''^P vTroSfSpdfxaKiv
'

oinra.recTffit' 5' ovSiv opri/x\ iirippo/x-

^evffi 5' &KOvai •

a 5e' ju' 'I5p(i>s KaKX^^'^o-i, TpSjxos 5e

jraaav aypf'i, x^<^poTepa Se Tfoias

ffifif Tidva.Kr)v 5' oKiytn ViSgujjj

(paivofxai &\\a.

hWa irav roXfJ-ardv—

*
'A(TvvfTT}fJ.i Twv aveficcv (ndatv '

rh fxfv yap ivQiv Kxifxa KvXivSerai,

rh 5' fvdev •

Sju/xej 5' av rh fiiaaov

vai <popr]fjie6a avv ixtKaiva,

^fifJ-o'i'i fjLOxSfvvTss fifydhcf) fidKa'

nfp fj.fv yap HvrKoi IffTdirtSap ex**!

Aa^tpos 5e nav ^oStjAoj' l^if)

Kai KaKiSes fieyahaL kot' oStO"

X^^akdi 5' 6,yK\jp<u.
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§ 131. This is the proper place, in accordance with the plan

of my work, to notice the three imitations of the dialect, metre,

and manner of the old ^Eolic poets by the Alexandrian

Theocritus. They are the 28th, 29th, and 30th idylls in the

collection ascribed to him (at least in the most recent editions,

such as Ziegler's and Fritzsche's second editions), for the last of

them was only recovered from a Milan MS. in the year 1864.

The 28th is an elegant little address to an ivory spindle which

the poet was sending as a present to the wife of his physician-

friend, Nikias of Kos, and was probably composed on the model

of a poem of Sappho. The other two are properly called iraicudi

AloXiKu, and are poems on the sort of love most prominent in

the society of Alcseus. One of them has been even suspected
to be the real work of Alcseus. To me that last in order,

though in a most corrupt and hopeless state, as anyone may
see in the transcript printed by Fritzsche before his emended

version, seems poetically the best, and is full of grace and

elegance. The dialect is believed to be an artificial Doric, to

some extent coloured with the later local speech. The metres

are either the asdepiadics common in Horace's Odes, which are

imitated from the same source, or what are called ^olic

dactylics. There is no trace of strophes in any of the three

poems. Though Theocritus was probably one of the best

imitators in any age, it cannot be said that this attempt to

reproduce the love poetry of Alcsus has made much impression

upon the world. It is, at all events, quite eclipsed by his

bucolic side, in which his originals were far less known and less

splendid, and his imitation fresher and full of genius.
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CHAPTER XL

THE PROGRESS OF PERSONAL POETRY.

§ 132. We now come to the epoch of Greek poetry which

was so brilliant and many sided, that it is not possible to treat it

in chronological order, nor to separate clearly the various threads,

which were becoming closely connected and interlaced. We
find 01. 60 mentioned as the date of the flourishing of so many

poets, that we begin to wonder what circumstances favoured

literature at this juncture. Of the many which suggest them-

selves, three may be noted as of great breadth and importance.

First, the caste feeling ofthe Greek aristocracy was brought out

and intensified by the conflicts with tyrants and democracies; and

this stimulated the bitter hate, and the complaints of travel, of

exile, and of unfriendliness, which we find repeated in the re-

mains of Theognis. Secondly, the rise of brilliant courts under

the tyrants, who reached perhaps their highest point about this

time—Samos, Syracuse, Athens, Corinth were now swayed

by them—had again created a lofty patronage for poets, and

high remuneration for their art, not to speak of the rivalry among
the cities of victors at the games to obtain their praises. Most

of the later lyric poets would have greatly disgusted Alcseus or

Solon. They had sunk back to the social position of depend-

ants on princes, like the old epic rhapsodes, when they did not

assert their liberty in turbulent exile by vehement and bitter

railing. Still the comforts and luxuries of being a well-paid

and well-honoured court poet favoured Anacreon, and Pindar,

and Simonides of Keos, and many others who lived in the great

art-centres of Greece.

There remains yet a third widely different reason, ^\^^ile

education and consequently literature were being more and
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more disseminated, prose had not yet been adopted as a

vehicle of thought, and thus the whole intellectual outcome

of the nation took the form of verse. Much of what re-

mains is indeed prosaic in idea. Xenophanes followed the

older wise men in attempting to clothe philosophy—and this

time real philosophy
—in a poetic form. The wisdom of Pho-

kylides and of Theognis is not half so poetical as Plato's prose.

But the Greeks awoke very slowly, as is well known, to the

necessity of laying aside metre in writing for the public, and

even when they did, we shall find their prose never shaking off

a painful attention to rythm.

Thus the whole of the Hellenic world, now better informed,

better read, better educated, had no other expression than poetry,

and so this age, the end of the sixth century, became the greatest

and most brilliant epoch in all the history of Greek poetry.

Now for the first time, perhaps for the only time, the Greeks of

Sicily, Italy, Hellas, Africa, the islands, and of Asia Minor were

all contributing independently to the national literature. They
did not all crowd to Sparta, as formerly, or to Athens, as after-

wards. They were not all epic poets, as of old, or dramatic, as

all the great ones of later days. They kept up elegiac, iambic,

and hexameter verse
; they cultivated personal and choral lyrics

with equal success
;
nor was it till the close of this epoch that

the latter form of lyrics asserted itself as having gained the

suffrages of the entire Hellenic world. For this reason I have left

the history of public choral poetry to the last, and will not take

it up till I have sketched the varied developments of personal

poetry in connection with the authors already discussed.

§ 133. Unfortunately, our most considerable remains from

this epoch are those of elegiac poetry, which was perhaps the

poorest and least characteristic species. Its day was gone, and
with the exception of its survival in epigrams, it fell asleep till

it was resuscitated by the Alexandrians, and became a favourite

form of Roman poetry. Thus at this period, elegiacs and the

lame iambics of Hipponax seem to have been the form adopted

by less poetic minds, which would in a later century have

spoken simple prose. We have a few pithy fragments of

Phokylides of Miletus, giving his experiences in short proverbs
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with the formula This too t's Phokylldes' ((c«t rolt <i?ioKv\iceu)), but

we know nothing of his hfe. He imitates Simonides in satirising

women by comparing them to domestic animals, he speaks of

Nineveh familiarly as a great city, he wishes to be of the middle

class (idia-uQ
tv TToXft), and even ridicules the advantages of high

birth, so that he can in no wise be regarded as an instance of

the common statement, that all the poets of the lyric age were

aristocrats. There are similar feelings scattered through the

collection called that of Theognis, not to speak of Hipponax.

But of Phokylides nothing more can be learned.^

§ 134. Xenophanes is a clearer personality, whose life is not

only in other respects very interesting,^ but whose extant frag-

ments are far the finest left us from this epoch of the elegy, if

not altogether the finest we possess. The first describes the

conditions of a really pleasant feast,^ the second is an attack on

• I purposely pass by in silence the spurious moral poem once attributed

to him, consisting of some 250 hexameters (Bergk, pp. 455-75) neatly

put together, and stating the Jewish moral code pretty completely. There

can be no doubt that it is the work of a late Alexandrian Jew.
^ He seems to have written as much in epic hexameters (on which cf,

above, p. 122) as in elegiac form.

' Uvv yap Si] (drreSov Kadaphv koI x^^P^s cnrivroiv

Kol KvKiKfs •
TrA.eKTOi;s 8' afi<piridu aTe<pdvovSf

&\\os 5' evwSis fj-vpov iv (piaXri irapanivn
•

KprjT^p 5' (CTTriKev yuecrbj iv(ppoavvT]S
'

olvos S' iffrlv fTOifios, hs ovTrore (pTjffl irpoZwcrnv,

fielXiXos iv Kepd/jiois &v6eos 6aS6fJ.ivos'

iv Si fifffois ayvi]v 65/j.v^v At^avwrhs 'iriaiv,

\pvxp()v 5' (ariv vSuip Kai y\vKv koI Kadap6v
'

•KapKiivrai. 5' &pTOL ^avOol yepapri re rpdire^a

Tvpov Kal fj.(\tTOS iriovos o-xOofxivT]'

fiiiijxhs 5' &v6efftv av rh fieaov irivTi) ireirvKaffTai,

fioXirii 5' a;u.<^2j e^*' Swfxara Kal 6a\lri,

Xph 5?) irpurov ixfv 6fhv vixuelv (V(ppovas &vBpas

evcpr}fJiOii ixvdois Kal Kadapolai \6yois.

ffVflffavTas 5e Kal (ii^a/jifpovs to SlKaia Swatrflat

irpTjfffffiv
 ravTa yap Siv etrrj irpoaipe-TfOV,

oiix vfip€is irlvfiv S' dTTocrov ksv fX'^" a<piKoto

otKaS' &vev vpoirdKov, fi)) iravv yi)pa\eos
'

dv^puv 5' alviiv rovrov, hs ^<T6\a ttioiv
aua(paii'iy,

S)s 01 u.vrifjLO(r{ivr) Kal v6o% dud) doeTJis"
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the increasing mania for athletics and for physical training,

which, keeping pace with the growing national importance of

the public games, began to infest the Greece, very much as it

has been infesting the England of later years. We know that

Solon had protested against this evil a generation earlier,

and had diminished the public rewards given to victors at the

games. In the next century Euripides (whose scholiast quotes

this fragment of Xenophanes) writes in the same spirit. In

later days generals like Alexander and Philopcemen set their

faces steadily against athletic training as unservdceable for mili-

tary purposes. We hear from Xenophanes that he began to

philosophize at the age of twenty-five, and had been spreading

his thoughts through Greece for sixty-seven years, so that it is

probable that his activity began while Solon was yet alive, at

all events early in the sixth century.
^

§ 135. The same may certainly be said of his contemporary

Theognis, under whose name we have a little volume of

elegies (nearly 1,400 lines) of which the greater part, called the

first book, contains all manner of political and social advices,

while the rest is devoted to amorous complaints of the coldness

or faithlessness of a favourite boy, whom the poet addressed

throughout his works. From the allusions in these poems it

appears that Theognis, who belonged to ISIegara in Greece,

though he is also called a citizen of the Sicilian Megara, was

one of the old aristocratic party, which had crushed and op-

pressed the lower classes, till after many internal feuds and

troubles the dynasty of Kypselus in its turn defeated and

exiled the oppressors, and gave liberty and property to the com-

mon people. After the fall of the Kypselids the party struggles

ovTi fxcixas Steireiy Tlttivoiv ou5e Tiyavrcev,

ouSe TO KevTavpcov. TrKacr/JLaTa rHiiv TrpoTepuv,

i) (rraaias <r<peSavds
" rols ovSiu XPVC'^^V eveaTiv '

OeSiv Se irpojjiT]6eiTjv aliv ex^"' o.ya96v,

'

Bergk places his appearance as a philosopher so far back as 01. 46, 7,

so that he would come quite close to Thales ;
and this would account for

his not departing from the poetical form of teaching, as Heracleitus did,

whose work may be fifty years later. But this explanation is unnecessary,

cf. above, p. 123.
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recommenced, but with this difiference, that the people had

got possession of a considerable portion of the property of the

better classes, and entered upon the conflict with some idea of

their own rights and claims. This was of course most galling

to the aristocrats, who remembered their opponents
'

wandering
about in sheepskins and goatskins,' and glad to accept any
benevolences in their despair.

The genuine elegies of Theognis appear to have been

advices to a young aristocratic favourite, Kyrnus, also called

by the patronymic Polypaides, on the importance of high

breeding, on the essential vileness of the lower classes, on the

decay of party spirit among the Megarian nobles, and the

rising influence of wealth. The nobles are called the good, as

we call them the better classes, and the mere citizens (uaroi)

are called the bad systematically, but by no means in such a

way as to warrant the absurd inference that in the poet's mind

good {ayadoQ, kaOXot;) and bad (KaKog) had a purely political

meaning. There are ample evidences in the elegies of these

words in their strictly moral sense, which indeed was established

long before Theognis.

There are other allusions, such as to the threatened wars of

the Medes, which might lead us to further inferences about

the poet's life, if the elegies now collected under his name
were the unalloyed expressions of one poet, and not a sort of

politico-moral
'

elegant extracts
'

put together for educational

purposes, long after the poet's death, and without any attempt
to maintain his real teaching. There is no Greek poet to

whom the application of this Wolfian theory has been more

eminently successful. The allusions to the Lelantine war on

the one hand, and to the Medes on the other, stretch far

beyond the life of any one man, even were he to make such fla-

grantly inconsistent assertions about morals and politics as are

found in the collection. Moreover, lines elsewhere preserved
as Solon's and as Tyrtaeus' reappear as Theognis' ;

and with

this change, that in more than one case the opening and con-

cluding lines (containing some general summary or reflection)

are set down, omitting the body of the poem, as it appears in

Stobceus, and as assigned to the older author. This shows clearly
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the intentions of the compiler. He only wanted moral saws,

and not personal poems. Bergk, who has worked all this out,

shows furthermore that only the old elegiasts are excerpted, no

notice being taken of such poets as Ion or Critias. The date

of the compilation is limited by a passage of Isocrates, who
wishes that such a collection were made, and again in the

other direction by a passage in Plato's Laws, who says that

some such plan was being adopted by practical educators. Our

so-called Theognis therefore probably took its present form

about the middle of the fourth century. I have already
noticed how there is perhaps a fragment of Bias of Priene,

among others, here preserved to us. Possibly Callinus and

Mimnermus are also represented. Unfortunately the most

valuable parts, both historically and aesthetically, have been

omitted by the dry schoolmaster who made the selection.

The poetical value of the collection is small, and the tone

approaches the modesty and tameness of prose, as old critics

observed. The convivial fragments are perhaps the best. It

is to be remarked that the second book, which contains love-

complaints almost exclusively, breathes a manly and vigorous

tone, and reminds us of what the ancients have reported of the

character of such attachments among the old Cretans and

Euboeans. Fragments of the poems seem indeed to refer to

Euboea, others to Sparta, and the whole is composed in the

educated Ionic dialect, which was far removed from the ordi-

nary speech of the Megarians. This is accordingly the most

striking instance of the close connection between a peculiar

dialect and a peculiar form of poetry, to the exclusion of the

ordinary language of the poet.

§ 136. Bibliographical. As to MSS. they are very numerous,
at Paris and the Vatican especially, but also at Venice, Florence,

and elsewhere. Bekker's collation has shown the paramount
value of one (A) known as Mutine?isis (which alone contains

the second book), now in Paris {Codd. Grcec. Suppl. 388), but he-

has not specified its age. Then one (K) of the Venetian (Marc.

522), and one (0) of the Vatican (Vatic. 915), which have been

shown by Bergk to be of separate and considerable value. All

the rest are far inferior and not independent. The editio
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princeps is the Aldine of 1495 (together with Theocritus, Hesiod,

&c.) ;
the most important subsequently are those of Camerarius

(155 1), of Brunck and Gaisford (as PoetcE. Gnomici). The
critical editions are by Bekker(2nd ed., Berlin, 1827), Welcker

(1826), Orelli (1840), Ziegler (1868), and in Bergk's Lyric Poets.

There are four or five German translations, and a partial

English version in J. H. Frere's Theognis Restitutus
( Works,

vol. iii.), which endeavours to construct the poet's life and

opinions from his poems ;
but the whole attempt is vitiated

by the assumption of the unity of authorship of our text. The
somewhat similar speculation of O. Miiller in his History

of Greek Literature has been severely handled by Bergk

\Neues Rhein. Miis. vol. iii. pp. 227),

§ 137. We may here fitly sum up in a few words the later

history of the elegy, which for us may be said to close with

Theognis. There were indeed many other elegiac poets, both

Ionic and Attic, of whom traces still remain, but to us they are

lost, nor have we reason to think that if extant they would occupy
a high place in Greek Literature. The last important poem
of the species in older days was the Lyde of Antimachus,
whose learned epic was above mentioned (§ 109). This lament

on the death of his beloved was a sort of In Memonam, like the

great poem of our own day, passing from personal grief into

larger questions
—but in Antimachus questions of mythical and

genealogical lore. Though good critics always speak of the poet
as laboured and pedantic, there can be no doubt that his elegy,

as well as his learned epic, had great influence in moulding both

the epics and elegiacs of Alexandria, where these cold and

formal qualities were in high repute. The few extant lines of

the Lydc give us no idea of the poem.' There are other well-

known names handed down to us as having composed social

elegies, principally at Athens, such as Ion of Chios, Euenus of

Paros, and a certain Dionysius (nicknamed
'

the Copper '),

from all of whom a few lines survive of grace and of elegant

workmanship. In the next generation the notorious Critias,

among his varied literary woik, composed political elegies,

or descriptions of polities {ixoKiTtiai t/i/ufrpot is their title),

>

Bergk, FLG. p. 6io.
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in the style, though far removed from the temper, of Solon,
and of these two considerable and interesting fragments survive.'

§ 138. An elegiac complaint in the Andromache oi Euripides,'^

in Doric dialect, is a curiosity in dramatic literature. But

while we have these few formal representatives of sustained

composition in elegiac metre, it seems that with Simonides

came in the fashion of composing short epigrams of a votive

character on monuments, or epitaphs on tombs, for which

this form was generally adopted. Those of Simonides were

most famous, but in the later collections of the anthologies we
have short elegiac inscriptions attributed to all manner of lite-

rary men, tragic poets like ^schylus and Euripides, lyric

poets, even to prose writers like Thucydides and Plato. The

genuineness of these little pieces is always a very difficult

question ;
but that the general fashion prevailed, and that various

literary men amused themselves in this way, apart from great

competitions for public dedications, is certain. The reader

*

Frag. 2 : Kai t6V sdos tirapTri fieXeTri/xd re KelixevSv iffriv,

iriveiv T^v avT-^v olvo(p6pov KvXiKa,

|twj5' aiTo5a>pe7cr0ai nrpoirdff^is ovofiacrrl Ae-yofTO,

jiirjS'
f'lrl Se^irep^v X^'f"* kvkXovv didffov

&yyea .....
. . . AuSI; X^^P ^^p' A.(naToyevfj5,

Kol irpOTr6(T€is dpeyeiu iirtSe^ia, koI irpoKaKeTcrdai

€?t' o.ir'b roiovTwv Kdaewv yAuiacras re Avovaiv

eis al(rxpovs fivdovs, ffcc/j-d t' afxavpSrepov

revxovffLu
•

irphs 5' O/U/xar' a-x^vs a./j.0\oi7rhs i<pi^ei'

XrjffTis S" eKT-)]Kei fj.vrj;j.o(Tvvriv irpaTrlSav
'

vovs Sk irap4(r(l>a\rai
 

S/xues 5' a.K6Kaarov exoiKriy

f)6os
• eVeKrwiTTTei 5' o'lKorptfiijs Sarrdyr].

01 AaKeSat/jLOviuv 5e K6poi vlvovcn Tocrovrov,

ware (ppev' els IXapav eATriSa ttei't' airdyeiy,

(Xs T6 <pi\o(ppocrvuT]v yKwaaav jj-eTpiov re yt\u>Ta.

TOiavrr] Se iroais awfiari r' ucpeXifios

yvcifiTi T6 Kry](TeL T€ '

KuAujs 5' els tpy' 'A<ppoSiTris,

TTp6s 6' uTTVov rip/xoffrai, rhv Kafj.dTau Ki/ieva,

irphs TT/v TepirvoTdrrjv ts Bern' dv^rols 'Tyieiav,

Kul t)]v EvcelSirjs yeiroya ^uicpp'iavvrjy, k.t.A,
^ W. 104, sq.

VOL. I. O
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will find in Bergk's Lyrici many such epigrams of great beauty
under the authors to whom they were attributed. To discuss

them together is rather the task of the historian of post-classical

literature. For the Alexandrians not only revived the Ionic

elegy in the hands of Callimachus, Philetas, Eratosthenes, Par-

thenius, and others, but exercised their wits in making subtle

epigrams full of dainty conceits. These are well worth reading
in the anthology, where they are confused with many specimens
of older and simpler work, and have been tastefully reviewed in a

special chapter of Mr. Symonds' Greek Poets. The erotic elegy

of Callimachus, Philetas and their school is chiefly interesting as

having been the model of the Roman eleg)'-, which is one of the

glories of Latin literature in the hands of Ovid, Catullus, Tibul-

lus, and Propertius. But the scanty remains of Callimachus,'

and the almost total loss of the others, relieve me of the neces-

sity of discussing them with the detail I have allowed to Apol-
lonius. Yet it is from the Alexandrian and Roman elegy that

the whole modern notion of that kind of poem has been de-

rived. Thus the exceptional Nanno of Mimnermus was more

lasting in idea than the far more ambitious and famous works

of Solon and Theognis, of Xenophanes and Tyrtasus.

§ 139. Wliile the elegy had taken its completed /rrt'^wa/'/Va/

form in Theognis, and while, as we shall see, Ibycus and Ana-

creon were each following up special forms of lyric poetry, the

iambic metre, of which we hear hardly anything since the elder

Simonides, revived with peculiar modifications under the hands

of HipPONAX of Ephesus, who is generally mentioned as the

third iambic poet of the Greeks, along with Archilochus and

Simonides. He lived about the 60th 01. at Clazomenae, being
exiled from his native town by the tyrants Athenagoras and

Comas, and was chiefly noted for his scurrilous poems on

Bupalus and Athenio, the celebrated sculptors, who had repre-

sented or exaggerated his personal deformity in a portrait statue.

' One eleg)' on the annual bathing of the statue of Athene at Argos in

the Inachus, 140 lines in Doric dialect, and after the style of a Homeric

hymn, on the adventures of Athene in Bojolia, and the blinding of Teire-

sias. On Callimachus, cf. above, § 102.
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He seems, however, also to have attacked a contemporary

painter, and to have been a man of violent hates, and of an

unhappy life. Ovid (in his Ibis) says that he died of hunger,

but this may be a poetical inference from the complaints of

cold and hunger in his extant fragments, which German critics

take seriously, but which are more probably the comic outbursts

of a somewhat low and pleasure-loving nature, as we may guess

from the many allusions to cookery quoted from him. Though
he used ordinary iambic trimeters, tetrameters, and also hexa-

meters in epic parodies (which he perhaps invented), his distinc-

tive feature was the use of choliambics, or iambics ending with

a spondee, which, according to the Germans, gives the metre a

halting low plebeian tone, only fit for vulgar and coarse subjects.

Nevertheless, the refined Callimachus and Babrius came to use

it for short fables of an innocent and even graceful descrip-

tion. There is no poetic beauty in the extant fragments,

which are chiefly cited by grammarians either for peculiar

customs, such as the sacrificing of (papiuciKoi
—the human sin offer-

ings at the Thargelia, or for hard and obscene words, probably
local or slang in character. Though well-known and oft

quoted, Hipponax naturally formed no school, but there are

fragments of a certain Ananius, who wrote in the same metre,

and who seems to have lived about the same time. The con-

stant invocations of Hermes in the fragments of Hipponax are

remarkable, and point to some unexplained cause. This goif

may possibly have been the favourite deity of the lower classes

in Ionic cities, and represented in the streets, as we know was

the case at Athens. The names of the later choliambists are

not worth enumerating.'

The spirit of personal satire was transmitted to Attic

comedy, which is generally agreed to have started with an

iambic vein, and in its political days, the attacks of the

comic poets on leading men, or on notorious libertines at

Athens were not less direct and angry than the verses of

' Cf. Bergk, PLC pp. 7S8, sq. Herodas alone is still of interest, and

his fragments worth reading. But his date is variously assigned from the

age of Xenophon to that of Callimachus, and his history unknown,

O 3
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Archilochus and Hipponax. The close alliance in spirit be-

tween these two branches of Greek poetry is further illus-

trated by the fact that Hermippus, one of the bitterest oppo-
nents of Pericles among the old comic poets, was also the

author of a book of iambic and trochaic poems, often quoted
both by Athenseus and the scholiasts on Aristophanes.' These

poems were personal attacks of the same kind as those in the

parabasis of the earlier comedies, but here even in form imi-

tated from the ancient masters of satire among the Greeks.^

§ 140. The most striking possible contrast to Hipponax was

his contemporary Anacreon of Teos, who migrated with his

townspeople to Abdera, when they were driven out by Harpagus.
From thence he was called to grace the court of Polycrates of

Samos, then the greatest man in the Greek world
;
and after

Polycrates's murder he is said to have passed his old age with the

scarcely less splendid Ilipparchus at Athens. Of his death

nothing certain is known. Instead of the low virulence and

bitter wants of Hipponax's life, we have here an accomplished

courtier, a votary of love and wine, a man who enjoyed every
human pleasure to the full, and felt no trouble save the touch

of silver in his hair, and the scorn of stately youth or fair

maiden for his advancing years. He concerned himself with no

politics ;
he gave no serious advice in morals

; he stands aloof

from all the higher aims and aspirations of his age ;
he was

essentially
' the idle singer of an empty day,' the minion in

poetry of a luxurious and sensual court. The vigorous attack

on Artemon (fr. 21) seems incited by erotic jealousy; the

hymns to Dionysus, who is with him as prominent as Hermes
with Hipponax, were in no sense religious, but worldly compo-
sitions. But this want of seriousness reached the very core of

' Cf. Meineke, Hist. Co7n. p. 96.
^ When the Romans lay claim to the invention of satire, as their sole

originality in poetry, it is to be remembered that this is only true in the

peculiar Roman sense of satira, as ^poetical medley, such as the satires of

Horace and Persius
;
and this we are not in a position to deny, as we have

lost the mimes of Sophron. But we know that Sophron was the model of

the latter, and therefore may have anticipated this phase of literature also.

To say that satire, in the other and now received sense, was invented by
the Romans is quite ridiculous.
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his nature. His praise of love and of wine are not the passion-

ate outbursts of Archilochus or Alcasus, but the elegant encomia

of an Aristippus, who lays hold of pleasure, but is not held by

it. The glow of passion and the pang of grief could not agitate

that worldly and selfish soul, even though he ventures to assert

* that Eros struck at him with a mighty axe, and plunged him

in a wintry torrent' The great body of his fragments, and the

numerous copies of his poems, speak of love as an engrossing

amusement, of feasting as spoilt by earnest conversation, nay
even of old age with a sort of jovial regret, very different from

the dark laments of the earnest Minmermus.^ The poetry of

Anacreon is no longer the outburst of pent-up passion, but the

exercise of a graceful talent, the ornament of a luxurious

leisure. Had the court of Augustus not affected moral reforms

and national aims, we should have had in Horace a very simi-

lar poet. In both the very absence of intensity permitted a

peculiar polish and grace of form, so much so, that no Greek poet

excels Anacreon in the variety and elegance of his metres, or in

the purity of his diction.

It was for this very reason, because perfect form was

combined with trivial and shallow sentiment, that the poe-

tasters of a worn-out culture chose him above all others as

their most suitable model. For a long time the Anacreontics

composed in the schools of the fourth century a.d., especi-

ally at Gaza, imposed their conceits upon die world as the

work of Anacreon—an imposture of which the brilliant trans-

lations of Thomas Moore are a happy result, but an impos-
ture inconceivable had they attempted to copy the redhot

aristocrats, whose lyrics spoke their troubled and turbulent

life. I will not discuss these well-known love poems, which

were printed repeatedly with great elegance at Parma and at

Rome in the last century, so much so that they have become

ofconsiderable value to lovers of beautiful books. The Roman

reproduction in plates and in type of the eleventh century

Palatine MS. (Spaletti, 1 781) is particularly interesting. They

'

They are elegantly characterised by Critias (in his 7th extant fragment,

Bergk, p. 605) as (xvixTroffiwv ip46icrfia, yvvaiKwv T]Trip6irivjxa, avKiiv avTiiraXov,

<f>t\ofidp0iTOi', TjSvv, aXvitov,
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are again edited with more care than they deserve by Val. Rose
and by Bergk, though they are not without a certain elegance,
and have produced innumerable translations and imitations.

To us they are chiefly useful as evidences of the effect pro-
duced by the complete works of Anacreon upon the schools

which studied him.

In form Anacreon belongs to the ^olic school ofSappho and

Alcaeus, and his poems were sung without chorus to the accom-

paniment of a lyre of twenty strings. His verses were mono-

strophic, like theirs, repeating simple but varied rythms, mixed

iambics, choriambics, and tribrachs, after the manner of the

verses of our modern songs. But he seems to have avoided

the special metres called by us Alcaic and Sapphic, and to have

preferred glyconics. In adopting this simple and personal
form of the ^olic bards, he was led by a truer instinct than his

contemporary Ibycus, who attempted to combine the erotic tone

of the Lesbian school with the choral lyric form of the Dorians.

But it will be better to class Ibycus with the latter and we
shall accordingly return to him.
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CHAPTER Xir.

THE PUBLIC LYRIC POETRY OF THE GREEKS.

§ 141. We have already recognised the first beginnings of this

strictly Greek form of poetry in our notice of Alcman, though

personal allusions are still frequent in his fragments, and his

provincial character w^as noted in contrast to the broader fea-

tures of his successors. The first of these who is sufficiently

important for this brief history is Arion of .Methymna, specially

celebrated as having organised the dithyrambic' choruses in

honour of Dionysus, whose worship, orgiastic and oriental in

character, had hitherto been unsanctioned by either states or

literary men, but was popular about the Isthmus. He arranged

the chorus of fifty, so as to produce antistrophic effects, and

brought into use dancing—the science of orchestic—as sub-

sidiary to music and poetry. Historians of the drama have

laid great stress on this improvement of the popular dithyramb.

Arion was the first to introduce it into a Doric town, Corinth,

and to give the chorus an artistic form, called cyclic, which was

not changed till Thespis rearranged his tragic chorus to a square

form. It seems, furthermore, that the dithyrambic choruses of

Arion were not wildly joyous and licentious, like the original

country dances which were his modtl, but honoured Dionysus
as Zagreus, or god of the nether world, in a solemn Doric tone.

Arion is even called the inventor of the tragic tropos, which

corresponded to the eixfiiXeia, or solemn dance of subsequent

tragedy. It seems that his cyclic chorus did not wear masks,

' The derivation of the word dithyrambos, which appears to have been

another name for Dionysus, is not yet satisfactorily explained. It was

always used to designate those mimic combinations of music, poetry, and

dancing which were performed in honour of the god.
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but was a serious body of men, so that the dithyramb assumed

in his hands something of the dignity of the choral worship of

Apollo. The rude wild dithyramb of the country folks no

doubt still subsisted, but Arion created a new literary form.

These important innovations are indirect inferences, in some
cases not very certain, from the stray notes surviving about his

literary position, which is little discussed by the ancients.

Yet his personal fame was very great, as appears from the

story of his being compelled by sailors, who coveted his

amassed wealth, to jump into the sea on his return route from

Italy, when a dolphin carried him to Taenarum. He re-

appeared at the court of Periander, to the dismay of his would-be

murderers. He seems, in fact, as intimate with Periander as

Anacreon was with Polycrates. This fixes his date, and he

is besides called a pupil of Alcman. As to the story of the

dolphin, our evidence for it is curiously old and respect-

able. There is the charming narrative of Herodotus
(i. 23),

who mentions the figure of the poet on a dolphin, dedicated at

Taenarum. This figure was well known, and was copied, or

paralleled, by numerous coins of Methymna, Corinth, Tarentum,

Brundusium, and other cities in Italy. Legends of Tarentum,

however, connect both Taras and Phalanthus in a similar way
with dolphins, so that we cannot be sure that all the coins

represent Arion. But ^lian, in repeating the story, quotes a

passage from Arion himself, distinctly alleging the facts. This

elegant poem
• has been, of course, declared spurious, because

'yaidox\fyKviLi.ov' av' aX/xav'

Ppayx'^ois TTfpl 5e ere wKairol

Bripes x^'P^'^"""'^ kvkAcc,

KoxxpoLcri iroSHov ^ififiaffiv

€\d<pp^ avana\\6iiievoi, aifiol,

(ppi^avxfves, aiKvSpofj.ot (TKvKaKes, <pL\6^ov(roi

Se\c(>7ves, fva\a dpefifiara

Kovpav Nripe'iSwi' 6fau,

ts iyeivaT^ 'A/u(pirpiTa'

o'l ju' «<s IleAoiros yav eir\ Taivapiav

aKrav inopfvaarf -rrXa^SfjLfvov 'StKfk^ iv\ ir6vTtu

KVprolcFI. VbOTOlS OX^VUTiS,
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it asserts a miracle, or because it is unworthy of such a poet as

Arion—that poet's works being otherwise unknown ! !
—or be-

cause it is supposed to contain modernisms. All these are

matters of opinion, and, on the whole, the absence of any men-
tion of the poem by earlier authorities makes me doubt its

genuineness, though I suspect it must be the ancient work of

some immediate pupil, who passed it off as the poet's own.

It has not, I think, been suggested that the close con-

nection between Arion and the cult of Dionysus may have

suggested the dolphin legend, for we see from the Homeric

hymn to Dionysus (above, p. 135) how that god was early

identified with marine adventure, and more esjDecially with

dolphins, as a sort of sporting sea satyrs, whose gambollings

might be thought analogous to a dancing chorus.

§ 142. There is yet another alleged composer oitragic choruses—like Arion's, whose work Herodotus notices in one of his

precious literary digressions
—

Epigenes of Sicyon. Hero-

dotus says that the Sicyonians honoured Adrastus in every

possible way, and even celebrated his sufferings in tragic

choruses, honouring not Dionysus, but Adrastus. Cleisthenes,

for political reasons, restored the due honours to the god.
But this early attempt to substitute a mortal hero's sufferings

for those of Dionysus is a curious anticipation of the great stride

to tragedy made in Attica at the close of the same century.

§ 143. Before passing on, a word may be said on the melic

fragments quoted by Diogenes Laertius, as the most favourite of

the songs composed by the seven wise men. He cites with this

formula {riby ci aCo^tE/wr jjaXifrra evcnKij^i-qaev avrov rale) from

Pittacus, Bias, Chilo, Thales, and Cleobulus. The metres are

dactyls and trochees combined in logooedic manner. The dic-

tion seems antique. Yet I agree with the sceptical critics

who deny their genuineness. Diogenes borrowed most of

them from the book of the Argive Lobo, about whose age or

authority we know nothing.

&\oKa 'Nripe'ias irAa/cbs

refJiVOVTes, acrrt^ri TrSpov, ^cires 5<{AlO(

&s /u' a0' a.\nr\6ov y\a(t>vpas veius

els old/i^ a\nr6p<pvpov \i/xi'as epi^af.
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§ 144. The inscription oi Echemirotus the Arcadian, quoted

by Pausanias from a tripod at Thebes, is genuine, and relates that

this man contended at Delphi (evidently after the wide growth
of the festival) and composed, _/»r/^^ Helleiies, songs and elegies.

But his date is unknown. Another poet, Xanthus, is distinctly

mentioned as older than Stesichorus, and his model in some

things. But he too is a mere name, and only serves us to

introduce his successor.

§ 145. Stesichorus of Himera was a great figure in Greek

literature, and evidently a man of the first importance, but his

fragments, though numerous (above 50), do not aff'ord us the

materials for an independent judgment. His family was said to

proceed from the Locrian colony Metaurus in Sicily, and, as we

have seen (p. 105, note), the Locrian legends connect him with

Hesiod. His original name is said by Suidas to have been

Tisias. He lived about 630-550 B.C., and appears to have died

at an advanced age in Catana, where a curious octagon monu-

ment, with eight pillars and eight steps, marked his tomb. As
the oldest poet of Sicily, he was specially distinguished. More

particularly he is praised for his Homeric tone, and only slightly

censured by the later Roman rhetoricians for redundancy.
His poems once comprised twenty- six books, of which a

group of twelve poems with epic titles is specially noticed,

such as Eriphyla, the Fall of Troy, Helena, the Oresteia, &c. ;

of these we shall speak again. There were also religious

poems, of which we know very little
; songs of revelry, sung in

Athens at wine-parties ;
bucolic love poems about shepherds

(particularly Daphnis), which are called by ^lian the fore-

runners of Theocritus' poetry, and lastly love stories in verse,

which seem to have been unlike anything in Greek literature,

except the Milesian tales, and their successors, the late Greek

novels. Of these the Kalyke, much in fashion among women,
told of that maiden being enamoured of a youth, and praying
to Aphrodite that she might be joined to him in lawful wed-

lock
;
but when her desire could not be accomplished, she took

away her own life. This sentimental poetic novel was re-

markable for its moral tone, and indeed all Stesichorus' poetry

produces the same impression.
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§ 146. His position in the history of Greek religion is very

important, for finding the taste for epic recitation decaying, he

undertook to reproduce epic stories in l)Tic dress, and present

the substance of the old epics in rich and varied metres, and

\vith the measured movements of a trained chorus. This was

a direct step to the drama, for when any one member of the

chorus came to stand apart and address the rest of the choir,

we have already the essence of Greek tragedy before us. He
added to the strophe and antistrophe the epode, and so gave
choral lyric poetry the complete form, found in Pindar and the

tragic choruses. But apart from these formal changes, he freely

altered and modified the substance of the legends, or perhaps

brought into notoriety old and little-known variations which from

his day became popular, and passed into Attic tragedy. To judge
from like variations in Pindar, some of these changes were

suggested by moral reasons, but possibly most of them merely

by a love of variety, and of refreshing the somewhat worn-out

epic legends. On the siege of Troy especially he differed

much from our Homer, and his famous palinodia about Helen

gave rise to the most celebrated story about him.' He had, in

the opening of a poem, spoken disparagingly of the heroine,

who struck him with blindness. He then composed his re-

cantation (the 'EAtva), which asserted that not the real but a

phantom Helen had gone to Troy (a legend recurring in

Euripides' Helena), and he accordingly recovered his sight.^

The poet was apparently no politician, though his apologue of

the horse who called in a rider to help him against the stag was

reported to have been composed for the citizens of Agrigentum,
to open their eyes to the danger of giving Phalaris the power

' From the authorities cited by Bergk (FLG. p. 981), it appears that

Plato {Phizd. 243 A) is our earliest authority for the legend ;
then Iso-

crates (in his Encom. Hel. p. 64). But the fullest account is in Pausanias

(iii. 19. 11). A host of other allusions is also cited. It is important

to observe, that among them a scholion on Lycophron speaks of Hesiod as

the first deviser of the story of an e!f5a)A.oi/ of Helen.
* The first lines of this palinodia have survived :

—
OVK iffr iTVflOS \6yOS OVTOS,

ovS" e0as iv vavalv eva'eKfj.ois

oii5' iKeo Tlfoyana Tpoias.
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which he afterwards so grievously misused. The language of

Stesichorus, as befitted public choral poetiy, was not a local

idiom, and is seldom quoted as peculiar by the grammarians,

but is epic in tone, and pure and classical in its diction.

Unfortunately, his fragments, chiefly cited for new versions of

legends, are more barren than usual for us
\
nor is there any

poet of whom so much has remained who now i)resents so

indefinite and vague a figure in Greek literature. But he has

a certain family likeness to Pindar, whose 4th Pythian ode is

probably similar in type to his poems on epic subjects.

§ 147. The remains of the poet Ibycus are of a far more

definite complexion. This poet, a native of Rhegium, flourished

about 01. 60, and has been variously regarded as a successor

of Stesichorus, and as an offshoot of the JEolic school. There

are strong reasons for both these views, but that which main-

tains the former is, in my opinion, the more correct. The

poems of Ibycus were essentially choral poems, and intended

for public performances. They have the complicated structure

of Stesichorus' poems, and some fragments on epic subjects

ascribed in turn to either poet, show how strong was the simi-

larity between them. There are indeed a great many references

in geographers and scholiasts to Ibycus as an authority on epic

legends. But, on the other hand, the exceedingly glowing and

beautiful confessions of love, and the fact that these were some-

times addressed to individual youths, seem to place the poet

among the personal lyrists of the ^olic school, and suggest

that he should be treated along with Sappho and Anacreon.

It has been surmised that these love poems were not

really personal, that the Chalcidians had of old contests of

beauty among boys, and optnly legalised the love of them,
and that Ibycus composed these passionate addresses as the

public expression of the love of beauty among his fellow-

citizens, so that we have here a literary effort even more
artificial and self-conscious than the philosophic gaiety of

Anacreon. But such excessive refinements are surely an ana-

chronism in Ibycus' age, and we ought rather to regard his

poetry as a very important attempt to combine the chief merits

of the /Eolic school with the richer and more popular forms of
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the Doric choral poetry. We know that many of his poems
were of this strictly Stesichorean character, and it does not at

all appear that he devoted himself wholly to love, like Sappho,
or that he touched politics, like Alcasus. On the other hand,

we find the feeling of love almost avoided by the public choral

lyrics, so that these fragments stand out in peculiar relief. It is

very remarkable that this noble attempt of Ibycus did not find

imitators. Anacreon and Ibycus are the last Greek poets
who touched these magic chords in human nature. The

poetry of love disappears (except in skolia) during the period
of the political greatness of Greece, and only revives as an

artificial plant in the decay of its literature. It may have been

felt that such personal and private feelings were unsuitable to

public choirs, and the artistic sense of the Greeks may have

forbidden such a combination. When this artistic sense was

rapidly developing the rich antistrophic periods, and various

metres, with orchestic to expound them to the eye as well as to

the ear—it may have been felt that these complicated forms

were greater and more national than the simple songs of Sappho
and Anacreon, however pathetic and beautiful these latter

might be. So it came that Ibycus, who is quoted with great
enthusiasm by Athenaeus, and other critics of late date, is not,

so far as I can remember, commonly praised among the an-

cients, or placed at all on the level with Stesichorus. To us

the extant fragments justify the reversing of this judgment,
those of Ibycus being exceptionally beautiful.^

The legend of the cranes wliich exposed his murderers has

been best told in a famous poem by Schiller, but does not rest

on any very ancient authority.

•
Frag. 2 : "Epoj aSre ^ue Kvaveoimv inrh 0\e(pdpois TUKep' S/i/iaffi

SfpKS/xepos

KTiX'flfj.affi iravToSaTTols is Eireipa SUrva KvirpLdi fidWei
•

^ fxav rpopAoo viv
iirep-)(6fji.^vov,

S)(TTe (pepe^vyos 'Ittttos aedXocpopos ttotI yripai

keKvv crbv ox^ffcpt 0oo7s es o^iAAay Ij3a.
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CHAPTER XIII.

THE AGE OF SIMONIDES AND PINDAR.

§ 148. We come at last to the two great masters of what

the Germans call universal melic, Simonides and Pindar. Uni-

versal melic implies that these men rose above all local

idioms and parochial interests, and were acknowledged as

national poets
* and composers of all sorts of lyric poetry. It

must, however, be remembered, in limitation of these notions,

that the love-songs of the vEolic school are not reproduced,

that the personal experiences of the poet are no longer promi-

nent, and that these men distinctly represent the triumph of

the public lyrics over the personal lyrics of earlier schools.

This change was either the cause or the effect, or both, of a

changed social position in the poets themselves. Neither

Simonides nor Pindar has anything in common with the tur-

bulent aristocrats of earlier lyric days. The rise and pre-

valence of tyrants in Greece, and their desire of spreading cul-

ture about them, had created a demand, and a comfortable

prospect, for professional court poets, of whom Anacreon has

already been noticed as a specimen. Thus both Simonides

and Pindar lived and composed at the courts of tyrants. But

fortunately for them their epoch coincided with the outburst of

democracy after the Persian wars, and the rise of free states

which could rival the tyrants in patronising letters. Thus we

rind these distinguished men equal favourites with despots and

with their bitterest enemies, and we can see how carefully they

must have avoided politics. In the great national contest

against Persia, Simonides took part by his numerous elegies

' This claim is, however, made by an earlier poet, Echembrotus, the

Arcadian ;
cf. above, p. 202.
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and epigrams,' for which he seems to have revived the elegiac

metre, which had fallen into disuse for philosophical and moral

purposes. But Pindar, whose city had taken the wrong side,

and had Medized, was unable to glorify the Greek cause ade-

quately at the expense of the Thebans, and hence Simonides

maintained, among his contemporaries, a higher reputation.

Simonides, son of Leoprepes, was born at lulis, on the

island of Keos—an island afterwards noted for good laws and

for culture—and was consequently distinguished from his older

namesake as 6 Ketoc- As his Hfe reached from 556 to 469 B.C.,

he may be said to have lived through the most glorious and

certainly the most eventful period of Greek history. Coming
forward at a time when the tyrants had made poetry a matter

of culture, and dissociated it from politics, we find him a pro-

fessional artist, free from all party struggles, alike welcome at

the courts of tyrants and among the citizens of free states
;
he

was respected throughout all the Greek world, and knew well

how to suit himself, socially and artistically, to his patrons.

The great national struggle with Persia gave him the oppor-

tunity of becoming the spokesman of the nation, in celebrating

the glories of the victors, and the heroism of the fallen patriots.

This exceptional opportunity made him quite the foremost

poet of his day, and decidedly better known and more admired

than Pindar, who has so completely eclipsed him in the atten-

tion of posterity. In one department of poetry, in his elegies

and epigrams, he indeed always held the foremost rank, but

tlie sacerdotal and grandiloquent splendour of Pindar has

long gained the day over the smoother and more worldly

compositions of Simonides, which were more obvious and are

believed to have been less profound. He wrote concerning

Lycurgus, and his influence on Sparta, probably in some choral

piece intended for recitation there. He was intimate with both

Pausanias and Themistocles
;
he was long the favourite leader

of the cyclic choruses (in spite of his plain appearance) and com-

poser of dithyrambic hymns at the Dionysiac festivals, which

had become popular since the days of Peisistratus. He was

intimate witfi the Skopadse, the hereditary grandees of Thessaly,

'

Fragg 90-110.
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who may have been far behind Athenian culture, but were able

to pay princely fees for the praise even of their dogs. He was

also intimate with the great tyrants in Sicily, with Theron and

Hieron, whose quarrels he allayed by his prudent advice. It

seems that anyone could purchase his services, and this purely

professional attitude appeared mean to most Greeks when

compared with the red-hot passion of the old aristocratic lyrist,

or the national importance of the Attic dramatist, whose aims

were far above pecuniary rewards.

Most unfortunately we have no complete poem (save

epigrams and epitaphs) now remaining from this great poet ;

but the exquisite beauty, the pellucid clearness, and the deep
but chastened pathos of his fragments make us wish to ex-

change a few of Pindar's more laboured odes for the master-

pieces of his rival. Besides sepulchral inscriptions, we have

remains of Epinikia, of Hymns, Dithyrambs, Parthenia, Hy-
porchemes, and Threni, or laments. Our finest fragments be-

long to the latter, and lead us to suppose that pathos was the

peculiar gift in which he excelled. It was that calm and digni-

fied grief which is so marked a feature in the monumental art

of the Greeks, and of which the specimens in sculpture reach

from the Attic tomb reliefs to the famous Laocoon.

Simonides was, moreover, famed for wise and wiity sayings,

and paid attention to the art of mnemonics. His modifications

of the Greek alphabet point rather to his having brought ad-

ditional letters, already known, into fashion in monumental

inscriptions, than to his being the actual discoverer. He de-

scribed poetry as word-painting, a remark with which Lessing

opens his Laocoon, and styles Simonides ' the Greek Voltaire,'

a very unhappy comparison. Of the great number of epigrams
handed down to us in the Anthology under his name, many are

doubtless spurious, nor is it easy to detect a clever imitator in

such short and simple pieces, where a far inferior poet might
often succeed in rivalling his master. Some of them however

are attested by indubitable authority, such as that of Herodotus,
or by respectable scholiasts. These are rather remarkable for

extreme simplicity and for an avoidance of the conceits of
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later epigrammatists.* But in any case they are of inferior in-

tere st to the fragments of his greater poems, as, for example,

the exquisite lament of Danae.
^

Apart from his splendid expressions of nationality and of

patriotism,"*_there is, apparently for the reasons above cited, an

avoidance of politics in the remains of Simonides. On the

other hand, we find a considerable advance in the critical and

philosophical temper which pervades them. He dissects and

censures the current saws of elder sages/ and sometimes

His high esteem for terse clear utterance, as a privilege of Greeks

and of educated men, appears from the proverbs about his fiaKphi- 'Aoyos

(cf. Bergk, frag, 189).
*
Frag. 37 : "Ore KapvaKi eV 5oi5oA.ea &vijx6s re jxiv

Kivridelffd re KlfjLva

SelfiaTi ¥)pnrev, ovk aSiavTOiffi Trapeiais

afi(pi re nepau 0d\\e c[>l?i,av x^P"-

eiiri re '
3> reKos, oTov l;^&> it6vov '

ffv S' aoireTs ya\adr]v^ r' ^deX KvuxTffeis ev arep-iru

dd/xari xO'^KeoySfKJXj),

vvKriKa/xwu Kvavecfi re Sv6(pcf> ravvaOeis.

ava\eav S' virepOe reav K6/J.av fiadelav

•irapi6vros Kv/xaros ovk aXeyeis,

ou5' ave/xov (pdSyyaii',

Keifxevos ev Tropcpvpea x^ovIS*, vpSffwiroy KaK6v.

Ei Se rol Seivhv r6 ye Seiphv ^v,

Kal Key efxuiv prifidroiv Keirrhv inre7xes ovas.

Ke\ofiat 5' evSe Ppeipos, euderca Se v6vros,

evSeru 5' &fierpov kukSv '

fj.erai^o\ia te ris (pavelrj, Zev irdrep,

€K aeo •
'6rri Se QapcraXeov eiros

eijxo/J-at, reKv6(pi S'tKav ffiyyvoidi ijloi.

*
Frag. 4 : TSiv ev @ep/j.0TrvAats Qavdvrwv

evKhei]S /J-ev a ru^a, KaXbs S' 6 TrSr/xos,

^wfihs S' 6 rd(pos, irph y6uiv 5e fivucrris, 6 5 oSctos ejraivos.

evrd(j>iov Se roiovrov evpcis

ovd^ 6 irivSafxdrwp a/xavpcicrei xp^vos.

avSpaiv 5' ayaOoiv '6Se ffaKhs otKerav evSo^lav

'EWdSos e'lKero •

ixaprvpei Se AewviSas

b Sirapras ^a.<n\evs, aperas fxeyav XeXoiirds

KSfffj-ov aevaov re K\e7os.

* See also among his Stoktoi \6yoi, or ' wit and wisdom,' the advice

(frag. 192) iral^eiv ev T<f /Sfoo Kal irepl fir]5ev air\ais (rirovSd^eiv,

VOL, I P
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repeats them in a finer and richer form. Thus Hesiod's

famous lines on the ' narrow way that leadeth unto virtue
'

are beautifully rendered. ' But the leading feature in his philo-

sophy seems a gentle and resigned fatalism, dwelling patiently

on the weakness and the ills of men, and the inscrutable

paths of Divine Providence.^ The longer elegiac fragment

(85) bears quite the stamp of Mimnermus, and may, as Bergk

suggests, have strayed here (through Stobseus) from the older

Simonides. It seems a natural consequence of this fatalism,

which is curiously at variance with the splendid speculations

of Pindar on the future life of the blessed, that there should

be passages in Simonides asserting the paramount importance
of pleasure.^ His other rival in cyclic choruses was Lasus

of Hermione, the teacher of Pindar, and one of the literary

men employed at the court of Peisistratus, of whose works

but a single fragment of three lines remains.

In concluding our account of these manifold fragments of

'

Frag. 58 :

"EO'TJ Tlj Xli'^OS,

rhv 'Aperau vaUiv Svffafi^aTois iir\ werpais,

vvv S4 ij.iv 6oav x^pov ayvhv afKpfiteiv,

ovSh iTa.vro3V ^Aecpdpois Qvaruv effoirros,

^ fjL^ SaKf6vjj.os iSpiis

fvSodev fJ.6\r!, '//crjTof t' e's &Kpov avSpeias.

* Thus (fragg. 38, 39) :

Tldi'Ta yap /xiau iKVilrai SacrirKriTa XdpvfiStv,

ai fieydXai t" aperal Kal 6 ttKovtos.

TloWhs yap Afi/xtv ets t5 T^Ovavai xp^vos,

^ufnev 8' apidficf iravpa /cokcoj treo.

And again

'Avdpiiirwu 6\iyov /xer Kdpros, &TrpaKTOL St ueATjSoVey,

alwvt Sf iravpcf! ir6vos a/xipl ir6v<f
'

6 5' a<bvKTOS &fj.S}S fTTiKpffxaTai Odparos '

Kfivov yap IcTOv Kdxov fxepos o'l t' ayadol

hCTlS T€ KaK6s.

3 As we have in fragg. 70 and 71. His rivalry with Pindar and

jealousy of him are said to have been expressed in the words of fragg. 75,

i^fXeyXfi & vios ohos, SiC.
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Greek poetry lietween Hesiod and Pindar, it may be well to

mention that English versions of the most striking pieces will

be found appended to Milman's Agamemnon, to Mr. Fitz-

gerald's Hippolytiis, and in the chapters which Mr. Symonds
has devoted to them in his Greek Poets.

§ 149. The Theban Pindar is the only Greek lyric poet of

whose works any considerable or complete portion has been

preserved, and it is fortunate that even this scanty dole should

come from an artist of the highest name and fame. He was

born at Cynoscephalas, close to Thebes, the son of Daiphantus,

in the spring of 521, or end of 01. 64, 3.' His ancestors were

known as flute-players, and apparently connected, through the

.^gidte, with Doric blood, as we may infer from his 5th Pythian
ode. Lasus of Hermione was his master,^ and indeed Thebes

was generally celebrated at the time for flute-playing,^ though
an old proverb, which he twice quotes, spoke of his people as
* Boeotian swine.' Yet celebrated women, Myrtis and Corinna,

contended against him and conquered him in his early youth
in poetical contests, and from the latter he is said to have

received advice and encouragement. .But he became known

and esteemed at an early age, for we have one poem {Fyih. x.)

apparently written when he was not above twenty. Two
others {Pyth. vi. and xii.),

which date from before the Persian

wars, are simpler and less ambitious than his later poems,
and may be regarded as showing the earliest phase of Pindar's

' He was certainly bom at the very time of the 1 7th Pythian, but

there is a grave doubt whether this may not correspond with Ol. 65, 3

(518 B.C.), for though the Pythian contest seems to have originated in the

48th 01., the first contest was an h.-yhiv xfWnT'TTjy, for money prizes,

whereas in Ol. 49, 3 it was made ffTecpavirris, and from this date the

scholiasts on Pindar begin their reckoning. Boeckh, who counts from

01. 48, 4, depends on Pausanias only, who seems hardly so good an

authority as the excellent scholiasts on Pindar. Cf. on the question Bergk,

FLG. p. 9, who says he probably lost his father early, and that his

stepfather Scopelinus was a tiute-player.
-
Apollodorus and Agathocles are also mentioned, and it is more

than probable that he received his instruction from all three masters at

Athens.
^ This fashion was not introduced at Athens tUl later, and is mentioned

in connection with Alcibiades.

P 2
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style. The great crisis of the Persian wars seems to have

affected him as httle as was possible, for being a Theban and

opposed to the patriotic states of Greece, he could not offend

his townsmen, and would not offend the greater states with

whom his sympathy probably lay. From this time on he was

employed writing occasional poems for the kings or citizens of

various Hellenic cities, and it seems almost certain, from his

allusions, that he visited Thessaly, ^gina, Argos, and, of

course, Delphi and Olympia. He probably knew all the great

cities
;
but wrote very little for Athenians, and not at all (I be-

lieve) for Sparta. He went to visit Hieron at Syracuse in 01.

76 or 77, and made friends in most of the Sicilian cities, but

seems to have been annoyed at the rivalry and fame of Simo-

nides and Bacchylides. Thus he may fairly be called a national

lyric poet, and one who was honoured and rewarded by all

manner of Hellenes alike. The end of his life was without in-

cident ; he died in his eightieth year at the Boeotian Argos (441

B.c.).^ There was a bronze statue erected to him at Athens,

and he was specially paid by the Athenians for one of his poems.
His house was spared by Alexander when destroying I'hebes.

He had the character of a pious reserved man, specially devoted

to the worship of Apollo among the gods, and learned in the

myths and ceremonies of local cults. He often gave proverbial

advice like the older elegiasts, to whose tone and style his

wisdom bears much resemblance. A closer estimate of his

genius will occupy us presently.

His poems comprised Hymns, Paeans, Prosodia (of which

two remain among our collection), Parthenia, Hyporchemes,

Encomia, Skolia, Dithyrambs (of which one considerable frag-

ment remains), Threni,^ which seem to have been exceptionally

' Other authorities place his death in his sixty-sixth year (01. 82, i).

That the obscure Argos, mentioned as the birthplace of Acusilaus, is in-

tended, seems likely from the other account, which speaks of him as dying
in his own country. The various lives of Pindar from Suidas, the MSS.
and elsewhere, were collected by Bocckh, and are copied from him into

later editions. The fullest and best seems to be that in a Breslau MS.

(Vratisl. A, which also contains the best scholia), which was first edited by
Schneider.

- Suidas gives seventeen separate titles for the seventeen books, if we
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fine, and the Epinikia, or hymns of victory, which form the

chief part of the poems we possess, I do not beUeve the

notice in Suidas that he wrote tragedies. For the theory that

there existed lyrical tragedies, intermediate between the choral

lyrics and the Attic tragedy, though sustained by Bockh and

O. Miiller, seems devoid of any better foundation than that

grammarian's notice.

§ 1 50. The general features of all these varied poems may be

gathered up under the following heads. In the first place, they

were non-political. The poet seems to have carefully avoided

identifying himself with any party or form of government. His

patrons were sometimes free aristocrats, sometimes hereditary

rulers, sometimes tyrants ;
and the poet is willing for pay to praise

the good points in all of them. Secondly, they are religious, and

here a strong feature in the man shines through every line that

he wrote. He was honestly attached to the national religion,

and to its varieties in old local cults. He lived a somewhat

sacerdotal life, labouring in honour of the gods, and seeking to

spread a reverence for old traditional beliefs. He, moreover,

shows an acquaintance with Orphic rites and Pythagorean

mysteries, which led him to preach the doctrine of immortality,

and of rewards and punishments in the life hereafter.' This strik-

ing feature was not generally adopted by later moral teachers,

and shows that the religious teaching of Pindar had no lasting

effect on the nation. Thirdly, the poems of Pindar are lca?-ned,

and learned in this particular sense, that while he repudiates

the newer philosophy, he lays great stress on mythical histories,

on genealogies, and on ritual. He is indeed more affected by
the advance of freethinking than he imagines ;

he borrows from

omit the tragedies. The author of his life in some of the MSS. has only

eight titles, giving two or more books under some of them. From the

fact that Theophrastus, Aristoxenus, and other old authorities quote from

the skolia, which do not appear in the second list, Bergk {FLG. pp.

2S0, sq.) infers that there was an old Attic collection in seventeen books,

which Suidas' authority knew ;
and that the more systematic list, reduced

under fewer heads, was the Alexandrian recension, probably first edited by

Aristophanes.
' The most explicit fragment [Qprivoi, 3) is, however, not considered

genuine by recent critics.
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the neologians the habit of rationalising myths, and explaining

away immoral acts and motives in the gods ; but these things
are isolated attempts with him, and have no deep effect upon
his general thinking. Fourthly, they are stately, often grandilo-

quent, often obscure, but never smooth or witty, never playful
with success, but striking from their splendid diction and

strange imagery. The extant odes are exceedingly difficult, not

as the choruses of ^schylus are difficult, from an inability to

compass sublime thoughts with words, but from the involved

constructions, the inverted order, and the imperfect logic of his

long and complicated sentences. Possibly the requirements
of his elaborate metres may have further increased these

difficulties. And yet Eustathius tells us that these Epinikia
were more popular than his other works.' If this be so, what

must the other poems have been ? for the extant odes teem

with myths, often local and obscure, myths of little interest, and
full of difficulty.

Nevertheless, it is certain that Pindar has kept his place as

the very highest and noblest representative of Greek lyric

poetry. He was honoured and courted all over Greece.

One of his poems was inscribed on a stele in the temple
of Jupiter Ammon at Thebes.^ The Athenians certainly

set up a statue in his honour, and are said (in a letter of

the pseudo-^schines) to have paid him double the fine im-

posed upon him by the Thebans for calling Athens the main-

stay of Greece,^ as well as for calling Athens the gbriotis

{Xnrafjal). These silly stories represent both Athens and Thebes
as infinitely more childish than we know them to have been.

As for caUing Athens Xnrcip(u, the epithet is applied in his

extant remains to Marathon, Orchomenus, Naxos, Smyrna,

Egypt, and Thebes
;
nor do I think the story anything but

' Sia rh avdpa)iTiK<t>Tfpoi elvai xal oXiySfivQoi, koX fir]hk Trdvv ex*"* o,cra(pcoi

Kara, ye to &\\a.
'' Pans. ix. 1 6, I.

'
ipetfffjLa 'EWdSos. I ask the reader to observe the growth of the

story. Isbcrates [Anfidosis, § i66) merely says that for the sake of the

one phrase (he Athenians made him a proxenus, with a present of I0,000
drachmae ; the later letter embellishes the matter.



CH. XIII. ESTIMATE OF PINDAR. 215

a scholiast's invention a propos of a well-known passage in

Aristophanes.
' As for the Thebans fining a professional poet

for praising his patrons, I cannot believe such an absurdity.

Pindar was quite ready to praise tyrants, to praise democracies,

to praise Dorians, with whom he felt special sympathies, ,to

praise lonians, and he did this professionally and for pay.^ He
was a good friend of all parties, a religious and respectable

man, and hated nobody except rival poets, at whom he is

always sneering, and philosophers, who were becoming serious

rivals to the poets generally, as teachers of morals and ex-

pounders of nascent science. These two classes of people

Pindar is constantly attacking ;
he is constantly asserting his

own powers and achievements against them in a rather un-

dignified way—in fact, the personal allusions in Pindar's poems
are not at all pleasant or in good taste.

But as my own judgment of Pindar is somewhat at variance

with that of most classical scholars, I advise the reader to

turn to the texts themselves, and decide for himself Apart from

exceptional compositions, like that above alluded to as inscribed

on stone, Pindar's works, being all occasional and special, soon

passed out of note, and were forgotten by the masses. He was

not a patriotic poet, in the larger Hellenic sense. He wrote

little even for the greater Greek states, Sparta and Athens.

Above all, he appeared at the close of the lyric epoch, and at

the season when his contemporary ^schylus had found a newer

and better way of touching public sympathy. So Pindar came

to be 'silenced by the want of taste in the public,' 'as an early

comic poet says. Yet Plato often quotes him with respect, and

we may feel sure that he at no time wanted readers.

• Acharn. 636.
2 He alludes feelingly to this lower condition of his muse, as compared

with the older lyric poets, in Isthtii. ii. 6, et sqq.

a yioLffa yap ov (piXoKep^ijs irca t6t' ^v ou5' tpyaris
'

ou5' iirepvdi'TO yXvKua: ixi\i<pQ6yyov ttotI Tepiftx*^/"*^

apyvpccdelaai itpSaanra jxaXQaK6<puvoL aoiSai.

vvu 5' e(pirjTL rb rwpyfiov (j)v\d^ai.

prifji'
akaOeias 55a;j/ ayx'"'''''* l3aivov,

Xp'hf-a.To. xp^M-O'T' o-V'r)p,
os (pa Kredvuv dafici \ii<p6tls

Kol (piKuy.



2i6 HISTORY OF GREEK LITERATURE. CH. xiil,

§151. Butwhen the learned men of Alexandria began study-

ing old Greek poetry, and analysing and explaining myths, Pindar
was a welcome and much prized field for research. To such

poets as Apollonius Rhodius, who revelled in mythological
lore, Pindar's accounts of the local genealogies and legends
afforded endless material, and so we find full and excellent

scholia upon his works. We have ninety quotations from
him in Plutarch, who specially studied and prized him for

patriotic reasons, as he was the greatest of Bceotian poets, a

very small class in Greek literature. The Romans, who took
most of their opinions about Greek literature from the Alexan-

drians, esteemed Pindar very highly, and Horace speaks con-

stantly of him in terms of the most extravagant praise. His
metres were, of course, impossible to reproduce for mere readers

like the Romans, and Horace saw well (what some obscurer
Romans failed to see) that any attempt at imitating the rich

and complicated systems of Pindar's verse would be ridiculous.

He therefore confined himself to the simpler forms of ^olic

poetry, while he often borrows a thought from Pindar. Cicero

(like ourselves) read the choral odes of the Greeks as if they
were prose ;

he could not realise the effect of such verse. In fact,

without orchestic, without the rythmical motions of a chorus,
of which the figures corresponded to the strophes of the odes,
such vast and intricate structures are perfectly incomprehensible.

Anyone who questions this may study the whole subject in the

learned essays of Boeckh's edition, and in the discussions of

Von Leutsch, and of VVestphal and Rossbach.
I pass it by in this history as unsuited to a handbook of

Greek literature.

§ 152. As to the structure of the odes of Pindar in the way
of argument, a curious revolution of opinion has taken place.
The Greek scholiasts seem, from various hints, to have thought
that the many sudden changes, the many covert allusions,
and interrupted digressions in the odes are due to some fixed

plan in the poet's mind. But the Romans and the general
public, from that day onward, rather looked upon him as an
intoxicated bard, whose poetic fervour carried him along
(as he himself often pretends) by a sort of inspiration alien
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to the laws of sober argument. This opinion prevailed till the

present century, when the Germans have revived the old theory
with great exaggeration, and have endeavoured to show that

each ode is based on one central idea, and that there is not a

single clause without special reference to, and a logical nexus

with, the leading idea of the poem. Boeckh, Hermann, Dissen,

Rauchenstein, Schneidewin, and others, have ridden this theory
to death, and nothing can be more unpoetical than their

lumbering importation of beauties into Pindar. Westphal's

Terpandrian theory is far the best. Nevertheless, it is certain

that the circumstances of the victory, or of the victor, constantly

suggested to Pindar casual and transient allusions, of which the

point has now been lost. Thus, much of his apparent obscurity
or irrelevancy has arisen from the speciality of his compositions.
We must also remember that the introduction of local myths,
to us wearisome, was another feature specially pleasing to the

hearers of the poems.
An ingenious French critic, Havet, has shown great general

resemblances between the stately lyrics of Pindar and the stately
orations of Isocrates. The main object of both was epideictical,

that is, both encomiastic in subject and elaborate in form. The
complicated strophes of the poet may have even directly sug-

gested the elaborate periods of the sophist. It is also to be
noted that neither of them touches the heart, though they as-

tonish the reason and fire the imagination ;
both were too arti-

ficial for that deepest of all functions in great poetry and oratory.
In both, again, we may admire the consummate skill with

which they manage their transitions from one topic to another :

Pindar, as I have explained already, with long-concealed art
;

Isocrates with ever-praised and admired invention. On the

whole, we may say of Pindar that he is so intensely Greek as

to have lost much of his beauty by transference from his

native soil and society ; and, again, that his work was so strictly

special and occasional that, of all the great poets left to us, he
suffers most by being removed from his own time and cir-

cumstances. Taking all these things into account, and, more-

over, that he worked for pay, his lasting and deserved reputa-
tion is perhaps the most wonderful tribute to Greek genius.
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§ 153. The extant Epinikia of Pindar are divided into four

books, determined (without strict accuracy) by the feasts at which

the victories they celebrate were won, viz. Olympian, Pythian,

Nemean, and Isthmian odes :
' the three last Nemean, and 2nd

Pythian, and perhaps others, are intended for other occasions.

None of these poems has had its authenticity questioned ex-

cept the 5th Olympian, for metrical reasons, as it approaches
in structure to the ^olic school

;
and it is remarkable that as

soon as the critics doubted its genuineness they immediately
discovered that it was feeble and unpoetical, and unworthy of

Pindar's greatness. I have no doubt that many of Pindar's

poems, were they taken from under the segis of his name,
would suffer the same inju tice.

The rythms are divided into Dorian, ^olian, and Lydian ;

and the researches of the commentators have pointed out that

the Dorian are chiefly dactyls and trochaic dipodies, giving a

slower and more solemn movement, with which the tenor of

these odes corresponds. The ^olian and Lydian are lighter

in character, and the latter specially used in plaintive subjects.

Why the metres should vary with the quality of the scales em-

ployed is a matter for which we can now see no solid reason,

and, indeed, we are told that Dorian melody might be set, and

was set by Pindar, to an ^Eolian accompaniment. The odes

are generally strophic and antistrophic, and meant for a

marching or dancing chorus, which stood still when epodes
were added. Some were performed at Olympia after the

victory ;
some at the victor's home, far away, and even a

long time after the victory had been gained.

The general treatment of the subject shows that Pindar was

expected to make the rejoicing a public one, reflecting on the

whole clan and ancestry of the victor
;

still more on his city, and

on its tutelary heroes. Thus the poet conforms to the general

law of Greek art, which ordained that it should be public,

and not confined to private interests or private appreciation.*

' There were at this period innumerable athletic and musical contests

throughout Greece, but these were the most celebrated, and national.

^ In the Preface I have added an account of Westphal and Mezger's

theory as to the Terpandrian structure of these odes.
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He usually starts from the mythical splendours of the victor's

family or city, selects such points in their history as have

some practical lesson bearing upon the present circumstances

of his hearers, and insists upon the importance of inborn

qualities and high traditions. Such a line of argument was, of

course, peculiarly meant for aristocrats. He then passes to the

victor's family, enumerates any prizes gained by his relations,

and ends with some sort of summary or moral reflection.

This general sketch is, however, so much varied, that it

must be regarded only as the vaguest description of Pindar's

odes. In some, such as the 4th Pythian, the longest and most

important of those extant, an account of the adventures of

the Argonauts, in relation to Thera and Cyrene, is developed
at almost epical length ;

in others, such as the two odes

addressed to Athenians,^ the mythical narrative is left out.

But the Athenians, being at this time poor, and doubtless

devoted .to higher objects than athletics, come in for little

share of Pindar's praise. The wealthy mercantile -^Eginetans,

on the contrary, and the luxurious Sicilians (especially the

tyrants) occupy a very large place in his poetry. He must

have been a peculiar favourite with both, for fifteen odes cele-

brate Sicilian, and eleven ^ginetan victors. At Nemea espe-

cially, which was very close to them, the -^ginetans contended

with great success.

§ 154. If we proceed to consider the extant poems and

fragments more specially, we find that the Olympian odes are.

perhaps, the most splendid, not only as celebrating victories in

the greatest Greek games, but as being composed for great

personages, and probably most splendidly rewarded. The Py-
thian are more difficult, and replete with mythical lore, on

account of Pindar's close connection with the worship of

Apollo, and his probable intimacy with the colleges of priests

at Delphi. About half the odes, in both cases, are for victors

with chariots or mule-cars
;

both of which implied wealthy

owners, such as the Sicilian or Cyrensean tyrants. The narra-

tive of the birth of lamus,^ the opening of the 12th, and the

14th Olympian odes, seem to me particularly fine.

•
Pytk. vii., Nem. ii.

* 01. vi. 25, sq.
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The last, being a short and very perfect specmien of Pindar's

excellence, may here be quoted.'

Among the Pythian, the opening of the first is splendid.
*

'
Ka(|)((rift)j' vSarcov Xaxoi-

ffat a'l re va'nTe KaWiTTw^ov e-

Spav, Si Anrapcis aolStixoi ^aaiKeiai

XaptT€S 'OpXOfJ-iVOV,

vaXaiyovccv Mivvciy ivicTKOiroi,

k\vt\ €irel evxoixai.

(rvv yap xifuv ra repTrva Kol ra y\vKea

ylverai irivTO. $poTOiS'

el ao(p6s, el KaXos, el rts ayXac^s

hviip. ovre yap 6eo\

(reftvav Xapircov &rep

KOipaveovTi xopovs,

ovre SaiTos' aWa iravTiav

Ta/niai epycav ev ovpavifi,

XpvcrSTolov defxevai

irapa Hvdiov ^Air6\\oiua BpSvovs,

aevaov ae^ovri irarphs

'OXuyUTri'oto Ti/xdu.

XIStvi' 'Ay\dia, (piKrjcriixoXire

t' 'Evcppoffvva, Beajv KpariaTOv iraTSeSf

eiraKOOi vvv, @a\la re e-

paffifioKire, lSo7(ra rovSe

rSoIxov eV evuevel tux?

Kov(pa ^i^S>VTa
•

AuSiijj yap

'A(Tdl>Tnxov ev rp6-K(f

iv fxeKerais re aelSoov

(i6Kov ovveK^ 'OXv/XTTiSviKos a Vlivveia

aev eKari. MeAavreixea vvv Sdfxor

^ep(Te<p6vas tdi, 'A^o?,

varpX K\vTav (pepoia" ay-

•yeXiav, K\evSaiJ.ov ucppa iSoiff' vi-

hv etTTTjS '6ti oi viav

K6\irois trap' eu5(5|ou Vlicras

fffTe(pdvco(Te Kvhifxoov aeOKwv

T-repolffi x'^'TOi'.

'
Xpvffea (p6pixty^, 'AirdWu-

vos Kol lowKoKa/xuv

(TVvSlKOV MOKTUV KTfaVOV

Toj aKovei nev ^dcris, ay\aias ap^fL

vfidovTai 5' aoiSoi aanaaiv,
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There is a very picturesque narrative of the youth and adven-

tures of the nymph Cyrene in the 9th.
^ The Nemean (with

their appendix) and the Isthmian, though not less difficult,

are, I think, less striking, both in general elevation and also in

those peculiar beauties which I have pointed out in the Olym-

pian and Pythian odes.

§ 155. The fragments left to us are very numerous (more
than 300), and very various in form and style. Perhaps foremost

in interest are the dpijyoi, oxfuneral laments^ in which he was

wont to preach the purer doctrines either of the Pythagoreans,

or of the Orphic and other mysteries. The first three fragments

transmitted to us under this head support the famous passage

m the 2nd Olympian ode,* in which this new hope, and this

higher aspiration, is set forth with no faltering tongue. But it

is not a little remarkable that in other poems—the ist Olympian

ahd 5th Pythian
3—the older, or, perhaps, the more general

view of the state of the dead is maintained, and we have here

the doctrine of ^Eschylus preached, which is quite distinct from

the more modern view. Accordingly the most explicit fragment

in the new doctrine (fr. 100) is declared spurious by the best

recent critics."* From his Dithyrambs we have a fine pas-

sage, written for one of the Dionysiac feasts at Athens, and

preserved by Dionysius of Halicarnassus. The metre is re-

markable for the frequent resolutions of long syllables, so

ayrtffixopiov oTrorav tuv (ppoifiiwv

a/xfio\a.s Tivxjis eAeAtfo^eVa.

Kal rhv alxi^o.TO,v Kepawhv crfievvviis

aeudov Trvp6s.
eu-

Sei 5' ava (TKauTij) Aibs aieT(5s, w-

Kuav KTepvy' afi^orepw-

apx^s oloivSov, KiXaivw-

TTiv S' eVi 01 ve(pe\av

ayKv\ci> Kparl, 'yKe<pa.p03V

aSu KKaiffTpov, /carexeuas
• 6 5e Kvwaffwv

iryphv vwTOV alcopu, Teais

piiralffi KaTaaxojJ-iVos.

» vv. 14, sq.
'' w. 56, sq.

» vv. 85, sq.

*
Zeller, Fhil. dcr Griechen, i. p. 56, note.
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giving a peculiarly rapid effect. The same critic has pre-
served another poem of similar character, a hyporcheme com-

posed for the Thebans, which treats of a recent eclipse of the

sun (probably April 30, 463 B.C.), and which in diction and

style reminds us strongly of some of the choral odes in the

tragedies, especially those of Sophocles.^
I will close these details with a word about Pindar's skolia.

His ponderous and splendid style was not suited to light or

frivolous subjects, and we can note, even in the scanty remains,
a great contrast to the more favourite skolia of other poets. In

fact, Pindar's lighter effusions seem to differ only in subject,

not in style, from his solemn odes
; and the prominent subject

in the skoHa seems to have been love. The first was composed
for a chorus of 100 Iraipat, whom the Corinthian Xenophon
offered to bring to the temple of Aphrodite, to obtain the

goddess' favour for an Olympic competition. The poet ex-

cuses the trade of these women on the ground of necessity,

but in another fragment apologises for appearing at Corinth in

connection with such company. This poem, which was com-

posed in his best style, shows how completely professional his

' 'A/ctIj 'AeAi'ou, Ti iroKvaKoire ixrfiojxfva, /larfp

&ffrpov infpraTOV eV afnipa. K\iirT6^ivov,

(drjKas a.jj.txxiivov icrx^v Troravhv

avSpiffi Kal ffoipias 656v, iTricTKOTOV

arpaTrhv iacrvfi-eva

i\avveiv tj viuinpov f) irapos ;

aWd (76 Tvphs Albs i'ttttois doais iKerevw,

a.TrT])xov' is uKjiov rpoLTrois 0i]/3ais,

w irSTVia, TrayKoivov repas.

TroAc'/Ltou 5' el ffa/jia (pipus rivos, fj ffrdtriv

ovXofjLivav,

^ irajiThv Kapirov <f>9l(Tiv, ^ VKperov ffdfvos

VTTipci>a.rov,

?) TTOVTov Kiveaicnv ava iriSov

XdovSs, ^ vStiov Oepos,

iiSuTi ^aK6Ttp SifpSf,

il yaiav KaraK\v(raLffa dijiTdS

avSpciv vfov f'l <ipx"' yevos,

oXocpvpo/xai ovSky 8 ti irdvTwy fxi-ra Treicrofjiai,
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work was, and how little his moral saws need be taken as evi-

dences of a lofty character. The second skolion in the modern

collections is addressed to Theoxenus of Tenedos, a boy whom
the poet loved passionately in his old age. Indeed, this Greek

form of the passion is prominent enough all through his works,

as we should expect from a Theban poet ;
and we find it in

other scraps of his skolia.

I have already spoken of his philosophy. If in religion he

shows great advance beyond earlier lyric and elegiac poets,

this is probably to be attributed to the influences of the

Delphic priesthood. In politics his opinions are not valuable,

because they were accommodated to the views of his patrons.

In morals he expresses the average feelings of the Greeks of

his day ;
while he is sometimes raised above them by his lofty

conceptions of the unity and power of God, he often preaches

the suspicion, the jealousy, and the selfishness which we find in

Theognis. The resignation which he constantly inculcates is

based on the same gentle fatalism which meets us in the con-

solations of Simonides.

§ 156. Bibliographical. I turn to the MSS., editions, and

translations of note. We know that the greatest of the Alexan-

drians expended critical care on Pindar; and the notes of

Zenodotus and Aristarchus, with others, were put together by
the indefatigable Didymus into a commentary, from which our

best sets of scholia are excerpts. Other Byzantine scholars

added inferior work. The commentary of Eustathius is lost all

but the preface.

As to our extant MSS., Tycho Mommsen has established

several families, and has collated a vast number of copies

under each. The oldest and best are the Ambrosian C, 122,

of the 12th cent, (called by him A) ;
the MS. of Ursini in the

Vatican (No. 13 12), called B
;
and a Medicean of the thir-

teenth century—all furnished with scholia. These older MSS.
are far better than the Thomani or Moschopulei. The earli-

est edition was the Aldine of 15 13, followed by Calergi's

(Rome) in 15 15 ;
then Stephanus (1560 and 1599); Erasmus

Schmid(i6i6) ;
an Oxford edition by West and Walsted in 1697.

Modern studies began with Heyne's great book (1778, and
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reprinted); then A. Boeckh's monumental work (1811-22),
supplemented by G. Hermann's notes, and Dissen and
Schneidewin's elaborate commentary. The latest texts in

Germany are Bergk's (in his Ly/ici), and the exhaustive

critical edition of Tycho Mommsen (Berlin, 1864), who first

ordered and classified the legion of MSS. In England we
have three good recent editions : Donaldson's (1841), a careful

and scholarly work ; Cookesley's (Eton, 1852) ;
and the newest

by Mr. C. A. M. Fennell (Cambridge University Series, 1879),
of which the Olympian and Pythian odes have just appeared.

These, together with H. Bindseil's elaborate Concordance (Ber-

lin, 1875), are quite adequate for the study of this diflScult

poet. We may now add Mezger's Commentary (Leipzig, 1880).
The translations of Pindar form a wliole library, and are

remarkable for having so many important prose versions

among them. The earliest, in Latin verses, by Sudorius (in

1575)) was followed in Germany by Damm (prose), 1771 ;
then

by Bothe, Thiersch, Hartung, Tycho Mommsen, W. Hum-
boldt, and Donner, all weighty names. The Italians had a

full text and Italian verse translation with notes, by G. Gautier,
in four vols., a handsome work (Rome, 1762-8) ;

and since,

Borghi (1824). Our own Cowley, approaching the study of

Pindar about 1650, speaks very severely of the extant transla-

tions, and, indeed, of the very attempt to render him into

literal prose.
' If a man,' says he,

' would undertake to

translate Pindar word for word, it would be thought that

one madman had translated another, as may appear when he
that understands not the original reads the verbal translations

of him into Latin prose, tlian which nothing seems more

raving ; and sure rhyme, without the addition of wit and
the spirit of poetry, would but make it ten times more dis-

tracted.' He proceeds to give specimens of loose versions of two
'

Pindarique odes
'

•—so loose that all the Pindar vanishes, and

only Cowley remains—the English Pindar, Virgil, and Horace,
as he is called on his fulsome tombstone. Gilbert West made
aversion in 1749; there was an Oxford prose translation in

1824 ;
then very beautiful paraphrases by Bishop Heber in

• 01, ii. and Netn. i.



CH.XHi. BACCHYLIDES
225

1840, and a highly praised version of A. Moore (with Turner's

prose, Bohn, 1852). We have also Wheelwright (1830), Gary
(1833), Tremenheere (1866), with a good preface, and omitting
the mythical narratives, except in summary ;

also T. C. Baring

(1875), into irregular rhymed verse
;
Frank D. Morice (1876,

01. and Pyth. only) ;
and an anonymous version (Winchester,

1876). Lastly, there are the new prose versions by Mr. Paley
and Mr. Ernest Myers (1874), the latter of peculiar merit.

Almost all these translations are enriched with dissertations

on Pindar's genius, on the Olympic games, and on the diffi-

culties of translating choral lyric odes into English. Their

laudations of Pindar are, I think, indiscriminate
; but I am

bound to say that they show a general agreement against the

view I have taken of the poet's position in his age.

§ 157. The other rival of Pindar's mature life was the nephew
of Simonides, Bacchylides of Keos, son of Meidon, 01

Meidylus. He Uved with his uncle at the court of Hiero, and
flourished about the 70th to 80th Olympiads. The scholiasts

on Pindar tell us constantly* of the jealousy of Pindar, and
even of the preference shown to Bacchylides. His art, and
the subjects he treated, seem quite similar to those of Simonides
and Pindar

;
but it has been the modem fashion, following the

judgment of Longinus, and of Longinus only, to describe him
as a man of no genius, who by careful study and great correctness

attained a moderate position, and never rose to real fame.

There is no doubt that he was not equal to either of his

great contemporaries, but the extant fragments show that later

criticism has underrated the man. Had they been attributed

to the greater poets, many of the critics who now barely
condescend to approve of them would have been full of en-

thusiasm about them. It should be noticed particularly that

the ideas developed in the few extant fragments seem copied
by the greatest writers of the next generation. Thus the second
and third

®va.Tot(n fjL^ (pvyat (p^piarov,

jUTjS' a.e\iov irpOffiSeli/ <piyyus'

oK^ios 5' ovdds ^poTwv vdyra xp<ffOV,

' On OL ii. 154, Py(A. ii. 97, 161-7, ATem. iii. 143.

VOL. I. Q
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XlavpOKTi Se OvwtSiv rbv ocwavra xp^vov

SalficDV edwKeu

TTpdacrovTas iv Kaiptf^ itoKwKpSTaxpov

yripas tKveTffdai, vplv iyKvparai Sva.

contain the substance and almost the words of the famous

chorus in Sophocles' second CEdipus, and the no less splendid

prose paraphrase in Herodotus.' The beautiful pcean on

peace has more than one parallel in the choruses of Euri-

pides :—

Ti'/CTfi 56 T€ dvaro7(riy Elpdva fxeydXa

irKovTov Kol ixi\iyK(Si(Tau)V aoiSav &vOea,

SaiSa\4a)V t' 4irl fiaifiwy dioTffiP aiOeffdai BoSiv

^avdd <p\oyl firjpa ravvrpix^^v re fjii]\cov,

yvfivacrioiv re viois av\wv t« koI KiiiuMi' fi4\eiv.

(V 5e (TtSapoSeVois i^Sp-Ko^iv aldM

hpaxvav larol irtKovrai'

eyxed T€ A07;^£<;Ta ^Irped t' iL/ncpdKea dd/ivarai evpds
'

Xa^Keay 5' ovk ecTTt ffaXitiyyiav KTviros '

ovS\ ffuXoToi fie\i(pp<M)v virvos awh y\e<t>dp(cv,

a/xhv ts dd\irei Keap.

ffv/xiroffiaiv 5' eparuv fipldovr' ayviai iraiSiKoi 0' S/ivoi

<l>\4yovTai.

It is surprising that great German critics should depreciate this

beautiful fragment, and call it a mere correct school-exercise ;

but as I have quoted it in full, the reader may judge the matter

for himself. A good many lines of erotic s^o/ia are also extant,

which appear to approach much nearer to the ^olic metres

and style than the s^/i'a of Pindar. On the whole, then, Bac-

chylides seems hardly to have received justice, if the extant

pieces are not far above his average performance.
Little is known of either Myrtis or Corinna, the Boeotian

rivals of Pindar. Myrtis seems to have composed lyric love

stories, like the Calyce of Stesichorus, and Corinna is chiefly

cited by grammarians for her local dialect, of which some forty

specimens are given. Two Dorian poetesses, Telesilla of

Argos, and Praxilla of Sicyon, are cited as of the same age,

and of the same character, the few lines we have of Praxilla

indicating a somewhat erotic tone.

• 0. C. y 1 2 II, Herod, vii. 46.
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§ 158. A more distinct and interesting personality is that

of TiMOCREON the Rhodian. He was an athlete of renown,
and an aristocrat of lalysus, who was banished through sus-

picion of medising; he himself asserts that he bribed The-

mistocles to obtain his recall, and he reviles him for his

refusal to interfere. He also quarrelled with Simonides, and

the two poets gave vent to their anger in verses, of which

those of Timocreon were the stronger, those of Simonides per-

haps the keener. What is really interesting in Timocreon is

his curious position as an aristocratic poet born out of due

time. He wrote not for pay, but through passion, Uke Archi-

lochus, like Alcseus, and the other stormy-lived bards of an

earlier generation. Nevertheless, so firmly had the choral

lyric form taken hold of the Greek mind, that this man's

lampoons and satires are produced in the elaborate strophes
of the Dorian hymns, and have puzzled the critics to assign

them a title, which Bernhar'iy has made that of antistrophic

skolion. This misfortune of a false form prevented Timocreon

from pouring out his passion with the simple vigour of Archi-

lochus
;

for the choral forms are not lyric in the modern

setise, but epical and didactic, while real passion will not deck

itself with such pomp and circumstance. We can imagine, too,

how the paid poets of the early fifth century combined against

this turbulent aristocrat, whose life was spent in war and travel,

and who doubtless despised their mercenary muse. The ancient

authorities concerning him are collected concisely by Bernhardy;
'

the chief of them is Plutarch, who quotes a famous passage.'
'

ii- P- 744.
* Themist. 21: AW ei -rvy^ Uavcravlay

fj
Kal riye s.dvOLTrirop aiveeti

f) riiye \evTvxiSav, iyoi S' 'ApiffTfiSap iiraiviw

&vSp' Upav air' ''Adavai fX6efi.ev

\(f<TTOv iu', iirel QefxiffTOK^ri' fix^ttPf Aardk,

\\iev(rTai', &5iK0p, irpoSSiav, ts TifiOKpeoyra,

^eTvov iovr', apyvpioii <TKvQa\iK7o7ff<, -rreiadels crv Karayer

is irdrpav 'ld\vffov,

\a$i}v 5e Tpi" apyvpioi raXavr'' %Pa irXtcov fls o\e9pov,

Tovs ukv KaTayoiv aS'iKCiys, rovs S' eKSidoKoiv, tovs Si Kaivuy,

apyvpiup inr6Tr\ea>s, 'Iirfl^ot 5e wavSdKeve yKotaii

\f/vxpa Kpia irape-)((ov, ol 5' ^aOiov,

Kevxoi>TO fii) &pav ©e^icTTo/cAt'os yey^ffOai.

Q. 2
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The scholiast on Aristophanes
' cites also a well-known skolion

on Wealthy because it is parodied in the text with reference

to a decree of Pericles.

§ 159. The student who examines Bergk's Lyric Fragments
will perhaps wonder at the numerous poets in his list which a,re

not mentioned in this chapter. It is due to him, and to myself,

that I should explain that, in the first place, several of them,
such as Aristotle, will be considered again under that species

of literature which they cultivated with most success. Others

are post-classical ;
and this objection is brought by the critics

against many fragments attributed by Athenseus and Stobaeus to

classic names. Many others are known to us merely from a

single citation, and neither their age nor their character can

now be determined. Thus I have felt justified in avoiding
here another list of barren names, such as we find at the close

of the history of both epic and tragic poetry. Yet there are a

few who are still interesting, and concerning whom I should

gladly have said something in a more elaborate work. The

fragments worth reading are those of Euenus, above mentioned;
of the philosopher Crates

;
of Herodas, a writer of Mimiambics

in the style of Hippdnax ;
of Praxilla, a poetess who composed

social lyrics; of Ariphron
—a fine Ode to Health; of Timo-

theus, a celebrated musical composer at the end of the classical

period ;
of Philoxenus, whose culinary ode, of which long

fragments are extant, was in Aristotle's day very popular; and
of Telestes. There are also many fine anonymous fragments,
which seem to come from the greatest poets, such as Stesi-

chorus or Pindar, and a few piquant popular songs, in addition

to those already mentioned in this book. They indicate to us

how small a fraction of Greek lyric poetry has survived, and

how many great artists yet await a literary resurrection from

the research of some fortunate explorer.

With the angry Timocreon I close the history of Greek lyric

poetry, for though Pratinas and others were the contem-

poraries of the latter mentioned, they are closely connected

with the dithyramb, and will be better discussed in the intro-

' Acham. 532 (frag. 8).
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duction to tragic than at the close of lyric poetry. The student

should be reminded that in studying Greek Literature chrono-

logically, he must now turn, before approaching the Attic

Drama, to the history of prose writing, which was growing

silently, and almost secretly, all through the sixth century B.C.,

though its bloom did not come till after the completion of

Greek poetry by ^schylus and Sophocles. He will find this

side of the subject treated in the opening chapters ofmy Second

Volume.
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CHAPTER XIV.

DRAMATIC TENDENCIES IN THE SIXTH CENTURY. THE RISE

OF TRAGEDY AND SATYRIC DRAMA. THE EXTERNAL AP-

PLIANCES OF GREEK PLAYS.

§ 1 60. The first beginnings of the tragedy are enveloped in

mist. They did not become interesting till the details had been

forgotten, and we can now only patch together scanty shreds of

late tradition on this subject. A few facts, however, are indis-

putable. In the first place, it is certain that tragedy arose from

the choruses which danced and recited in honour of Dionysus.
These dithyrambs, as they were called, were the last form of

lyric poetry to assume a literary shape, and seem to have been

especially cultivated by the Dorians and Achseans near the

isthmus. I have already mentioned Arion and Epigenes in

connection with them (above, p. 200), but both of these appear
to represent only one side of the dithyramb

— its serious side.

This phase was probably suggested by, or connected with,

the solemn mysteries which identified Dionysus with Zagreus,
with the decay and death of nature as a condition of its resur-

rection. The worship of this gloomy and mysterious Dionysus
was certainly in the mysteries performed by some sort of cere-

mony imitating his sufferings and death, and this must have

suggested in the dithyramb that serious vein which enabled

Epigenes to substitute the sorrows of Adrastus for those of the

god. This respectable and literary form of dithyramb was early

transplanted to Athens, where, under the hands of Lasus, it

assumed so elaborate a mimetic character, by means of the

higher development of music and dancing, that (like our

ballet) it almost became a drama, and has made many scholars
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imagine the existence of a lyrical drama, alongside and inde-

pendent of the real tragedy. All this development of the

dithyramb seems to have been distinctly Dorian, as might be

expected from its choral lyric character.

§161. There was also a rustic and jovial dithyramb common

among the lower classes in the same districts, where the choruses

imitated the sports and manners of satyrs in attendance on the

god, and it is not improbable that these came more into

fashion according as the serious dithyramb wandered from its

original purpose, and was even applied to celebrate other

personages than the god Dionysus. The proverb ovliv irpuQ

Tor Atoi'Wfjov ('there is no Dionysus in it') preserves the objec-

tions of old-fashioned people to such innovations, and these

objections were permanently respected by the essentially satyric

dithyramb, which was brought to Athens by Pratinas ' of Phlius,

who with Choerilus and other poets put it on the stage as a

proper completion, and necessary adjunct to the nascent

tragedy. Tiiis Pratinas was a brilliant poet, to judge from a

fragment preserved by Athen^eus, in which he complains of the

increasing prominence of the instrumental accompaniments to

the dithyrambs, possibly those of Lasus, and vindicates for his

chorus their proper functions.^ He is called the son of

'

According to Fick (Grieck. Personennamen, p. xxxv), this name,
which is derived from the Doric form for rrpwros, and is a collateral form

for irpooTTvos ( =irpo>Tlovos), should be pronounced XlparTpas. I cannot find

any direct authority in the classics for this quantity.

' Tis b d6pv0os '6Se
;
tI rdSe t&

x"?^'^!^"-'^''' i

Ti's v^pis e/xo\eu iwt AiovvcridSa iroKviraTaya 9vfie\av ;

i/j.i)S ifihs 6 Bpdjxios
"

e'/ie Sei Ke\aSe7v, e/xi Sel irarayf'iu

av' op^a crvfievov fJHTo. Noid5a)c

dla T6 KVKVov &yovTa TroiKi\oTrr(pov fi4\os.

ritv aoiSav Karecrraffe Tliepls ^acriXeiav
' 6 S' av\}>s

vaTfpov xopf •^fTCi)
• Koi yap iirff uirrjpcTOS.

Kti/j.tfi fiivov Ovpa/xaxois re 7ru7/uax^o«<r« viwv 6e\fi irapolvatv

, f/Mfievai arparr}\a.Tas.

Ttaie, iroTe rhv ^pvy' aoiSov

jroiKiAou irpoaxfovra
"

<p\fye rhv o^^effiaiaKoKtiXaixov,

?M\o^apv6ira KapottaKopvQ^w^o.rav 9
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^ Pyrrhonides, and said to have composed thirty-two satyric

dramas with fifty tragedies; he contested in 01. 70 with

yEschylus and Chcerihts, but was only once successful in carry-

ing off the first prize. His son Aristias was equally celebrated

as a satyric dramatist, and was second when ^schylus won
with the Seven against Thebes, but apparently with a satyric

•~' drama of his father's. Cha'rilus was active from 524 to 468 B.C.

^^ , (if we believe Suidas), and is celebrated as one of the old trage-

dians, but still more for his satyric drama, which appears from

the proverb,
* When Chccrilus was king among the Satyrs.'

\ 162. In fact all the early dramatists, not excluding
i>^^.<.

^schylus, laid great stress upon this peculiar style, which,

however, passed out of fashion in the next century, especially
when Euripides had devised the expedient of supplying its

place with a melodrama, or tragedy with comic elements, like

the Alcestis. The remarkable point about the satyric drama is

its marked separation from comedy, and its close attachment to

tragedy. It is called '

sportive tragedy^ and was never com-

posed by comic poets. We have only one extant specimen—
the Cyclops of Euripides

—in which we observ'e that the pro-

tagonist or hero (Odysseus) is not the least ridiculed or lowered
in position ;

in fact, we have no play in which he appears so

respectable, but he is accompaniec! by a chorus of satyrs whose
odes show no small traces of the old phallic songs in the

rural dithyramb. The general character of the subjects left us in

the titles of the satyric plays, and of the fragments (many of

which, among the fragments of ^schylus and Sophocles, strike

us by their open coarseness), lead us to compare the satyric
drama of the Greeks to that peculiar species of drama among us

which is comic, though quite distinct from comedy, and which
treats some familiar legend or fairy tale with grotesque and
conventional accessories. The reader will already have guessed
that I refer to the pantomi/nes of the English stage, in which
the earlier part is some adaptation of a well-known fairy tale,

virai rpviravif Sffxas TreirAotr/ifVov.

fiv iSov aSi ffot 5f|ii

Kal TToShs Stad^Kpd, Opia/xPoSidvpaiiiB*'

ititrcrcix<iiT' &va^ 6.Kovf rav ifjiav Awpioi/ -j^opilav.
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such as Sinbad or Blue Beard, in which there are horrible and

tragic adventures, and generally a respectable chief character,

coupled with grotesque accessories and conventional dancing.
This curious parallel will illustrate to the English reader many
of the difficulties in the position of the satyric drama at Athens.

It is remarkable that the old dithyrambs were spoken
of as introductions to the more solemn cyclic choirs, whereas

their dramatic outcome was always played after the tragedies.

The critics are ready with gssthetical reasons for this, but we
are left at a loss for historical facts. Though a flavour of

humour was not foreign to the tragedy of Euripides, nor even

to that of ^schylus, there seems no doubt that the early Greek

drama did not afford scope for the violent contrasts so striking

in Shakespeare, and preferred to relegate the low and the

grotesque into a separate play associated with solemn tragedy.

The extant Cyclops is a sort of farce without much extrava-

gance, observing in its hero the decorum suited to a tragic

writer, and giving to Silenus and to his attendant satyrs an

evidently conventional character of laziness, drunkenness and

license. The real contest was in that day among the tragedies,

and this afterpiece was probably given while the public was

discussing the previous plays. In later days the satyric drama

seems to have been abandoned, and therefore all the other

extant specimens were lost. It is a misfortune that we do not

possess at least one from the hands of an acknowledged
master in this department, or from the epoch when it had real

importance. But the Cyclops explains to us the structure and

style of these pieces. These few words may suffice to dispose
of this byway of the Greek drama. I now return to the more

important history of serious tragedy,

§ 163. All our authorities are agreed that despite the various

approaches and hints at tragedy before Thespis
—the Pelopon- lu^^

nesians counted sixteen poets of Dorian tragedy before him—
he was really the originator of that sort of poetry. We only
know that he belonged to the deme or village of Icaria, on the

borders of the Megarid, and doubtless in constant intercourse

with these people, among whom the worship of Dionysus
was said to be particularly at home. It is to be noticed that the
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neighbouring town of Eleusis, to which all Icarians must have

constantly come, was apparently the chief place for the deeper

worship of Dionysus Zagreus, and it is not unreasonable to

suppose that this double experience of the local choruses to

Dionysus at Icaria, and the solemn mimic rites of the mys-

teries, were the determining features of his great discovery.

For in what did this discovery consist ? As was well known,

tragic elements were present in Homer, and the characteristic

dialogues in the old epics were far more dramatic than the

early tragedies not only of Thespis, but of yEschylus. The

misfortunes of heroes had already been sung by the dithyrambic

choruses at Sicyon, and a mimetic character given to such per-

formances by the expressive gestures of the choirs of Lasus.

We have no reason to think that Thespis added a dialogue to

the cyclic choruses, or lyrical element from which he started.

From what is told us we merely infer that he to some extent

separated the leader of the chorus from the rest, and made him

introduce and interrupt the choral parts with some sort of epic

recitation. What metre he used for this recitation we know

not, nor the subjects he treated, for the titles transmitted by
Suidas are of forgeries by Heracleides Ponticus, and Thespis

probably left nothing written. Yet he certainly aimed at some

illusion, by which he escaped from himself, and entered into

the feelings of another person, when he undertook, as we are

told, to perform the part of leader to his chorus. For he dis-

guised himself, and so far imitated reality that Solon is said (by

Plutarch) to have been greatly offended at the performance, and

to have indignantly denounced the deliberate lying implied in his

acting. Of course we must cast aside the nonsense, talked by

Horace, of his being a strolling player, going about in a cart to

fairs and markets. Not only did Horace confuse the origins

of tragedy and of comedy, but the poetical requirements of

the Athenian public trained by the enlightened policies of

Solon and Peisistratus. In the Athens where Lasus, and

Simonides, and Anacreon, and presently Pindar, found favour,

no rude village song could find favour
; nay, we rather see an

over-artificial taste prevailing in the lyric portry of that date.

Thespis composed his dramas from about 01. Oi for city
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feasts and for an educated audience. The mere setting up of a

stage, and donning of a mask, could not in such an atmosphere

give to any poet the title of a great originator. Though the

story just cited from Plutarch contradicts the inference, we

would fain believe that an acquaintance with the mysteries, and

deeper theology of the day, suggested to Thespis the represen-

tation of human sorrow for a moral purpose. There seems no

trace of this idea in the earlier dithyrambs, which sang or acted

the adventures of Dionysus merely as a cult, and not as a

moral lesson. But it seems that with Thespis may have arisen

the great conception which we see full-blown in ^schylus
—the

intention of the drama to purify human sympathy by exercising

it on great and apparently disproportioned afflictions of heroic

men, when the iron hand of a stern and unforgiving Providence

chastises old transgressions, or represses the revolt of private

judgment against established ordinance,

§ 164. It is quite plain that the portraiture of suffering was

fully comprehended by the next among the old tragedians,

Phrynichiis, son of Polyphradmon, whom Aristophanes
' often

refers to as an old master of quaint sweetness, and in his

day still a favourite with the last generation. There are several

other persons of the name, one of them a comic poet,^ so that

we cannot be sure concerning the allusions to him. His son

Polyphradmon, evidently called after the grandfather, seems to

have contended with yEschylus. We have not sufficient fragments

remaining to form a strict judgment, nor can we now decide

how much of the development of tragedy was directly due to him.

He is said to have been the first to introduce female characters,

and to use the trochaic tetrameter in tragedy. It is also cer

tain that he understood the use of dialogue, by separating the

' Av. 748 ; ivQ^v wa"K€pel fi4\iTTa

^pivixos a,fj.^po(riwv fieKecoi/ a,irifi6<TK€ro aapirhv

dsl <pipwv yXvKtlav tf^av,

Vesp. 219 : fi.ivvpi^op'Tes /lifAjj

a.pxaio/j.eXeffiSoovKppvvtxfjpaT'i'

Cf. also V. 269. I quote uniformly from the 5th ed. of Dindorfs Poe^a

Scenki.
'' Cf. on these various persons the discussion of Meineke, //ist. Com.

Gmc. pp. 146, sq.

.' A^Wv ,- I CJ^I.
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actor from the leader of the chorus, and making them respond

to each other. Trimeters and Ionics a minore were metres not

unknown to him, but he was most esteemed among later Greeks

foi his lyrical excellence, as the scholiasts on Aristophanes tell us.

Pausanias ' alludes to his having first introduced the fatal brand

in the story of Meleager in Greek tragedy, not, however, as an

invention of his own, and quotes the lines in question.^ His

PhanisscB was a particularly celebrated play; but we must

imagine chiefly a succession of lyrical choruses, with little or

no action, like the earlier tragedies of iEschylus. It seems

that the play was brought out ^
by Themistocles as Choregus,

and with special reference to his own achievements, which were

growing old in the memories of the Athenians, in 01. 75, 4 j

and this is the earliest exact notice we have of a tragic com-

petition such as was afterwards the rule at Athens. It is said

that this play was the model on which ^schylus formed his

Persce. More celebrated is the story of the Capture of Miletus

{MiXyrov aXdjiTic), brought out by the poet in 01. 71, which

"^ described lyrically the capture and destruction of the greatest
-" • of Ionic cities. The whole theatre, says Herodotus, burst into

tears, fined him 1,000 drachmas for having reminded them

of their domestic troubles, and directed that no one for the

future should use this drama.'* There has been a great deal

of gesthetic lucubration on this celebrated act of the Athenian

public
—much talk of the ideal, and the desire to escape from

the woes of common life into an ideal atmosphere. I feel

more confidence in the critics who suspect a political reason

for the play, and still more for the heavy fine. Possibly

the poet belonged to a party who had urged active aid for

Miletus, and his drama was a bitter and telling reproof to

the timid or peace party, who may, nevertheless, have been

poUtically the leaders of the people, and able to inflict upon
him a fine for harrowing the public mind with his painful and

' X. 31, 4.

'
Kpvepbv yb.p oiiK

fJKv^ev fidpov, wKfla St viv <^Xb| KareSafcroTO,

oaXoD irtpOofievov fxarphs uir' oiVaj KaKOurjxdfOV.

• Themist. 5, as riutarch tells us.

* vi. 21. I suppose he means—use this story for a drama.



CH. XIV. THE THEATRE AT ATHENS. 237

distressing play. We see from the success of ^schylus'

Persa. that they had no objection to being reminded of their

domestic successes—certainly domestic in as real a sense as

the events of Miletus—and I fancy covert allusions to present

politics or other events were always well received by the

Athenians; but they were certainly right to discourage the pre-

senting of recent events upon the stage, for Greek tragedy was

in no way suited for historical purposes.

There remain about seven titles of Phrynichus' plays, most

of them the names of nations, which seems to imply the im-

portance of his chorus. All the older tragic poets were said to

be dancing-masters, and to have taught anyone who wished to

learn ;
it is even said that the Athenians appointed Phrynichus

to a military command, on account of his skill in performing

the Pyrrhic war dance.

§ 165. Having now given a sufficient account of the forerun-

ners of yEschylus, it may be well to say something of the ma-

terials at the disposal of the Greek tragic poets, of their theatres

stage, actors, and general appointments. When these things

have been made as plain as our authorities permit, we can pro-

ceed to consider at our leisure the works of the three great

dramatists which have survived.

It is necessary to give a brief description of the Greek

theatres themselves, in order to help the reader better to imagine
for himself the old tragic performances, and in order to obviate

certain errors which were current on the subject, and have only

been removed by recent researches. The earliest stone theatre

of which we know the date was the theatre of Dionysus at

Athens, built (01. 70) against the south slope of the Acropolis.

It was adorned and enlarged by the orator Lycurgus (about 01.

112), when administering the finances. We are told that before

its building a wooden structure was used for plays, but that on

the occasion of a contest between u^schylus and Pratinas it

broke down, and then the Athenians determined to erect a

pennanent one for the purpose. We are not told where

the old wooden theatre was situated, but as the story implies

that the sredators fell (for the stage always remained a

wooden platform), it is unlikely that the old site could have
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coincided with the new, where the steep incline of the hill

made all artificial scaffolding unnecessary. If the site was re-

tained, we should imagine the audience of the primitive trage-

dies and, no doubt, of the older cyclic choruses, to have sat all

round the performance, so that while at one side the hill served

for tiers of seats, on the other a corresponding incline was con-

structed of wood. It would then have been this side only

which could break down, and the new stone theatre may have

been on the modified principle of enlarging one side of the

primitive amphitheatre to hold all the spectators, and giving the

actors a better stage with a rear and side entrances—a necessary

change when the various illusions of varying dress and scenery

were invented and came into use. While this conjecture would

explain the occurrence of the accident on the present site of

the theatre, it must be carefully noted that quite a different place

at Athens also bore the name of orchestra, or dancing place,

and may have had wooden seats applied in the same way. This

orchestra was a small platform on the north slope of the Areo-

pagus, just above the agora, on which the statues of Harmodius

and Aristogeiton, and these only, were set up. Being above the

throng of the agora, it seems to have been used in later days

as a place for book-stalls. However this may be, the stone

theatre of Dionysus became the model for similar buildings all

over the Greek world, which everywhere (except at Man tinea)

utilised the slope of a hill for the erection of stone seats in

ascending tiers. These great buildings were also used by
democracies for their public assemblies, and we cannot be sure

that some of them did not precede in date the theatre of Dio-

nysus. A great number of them still remain, though in no

case, of course, has the wooden stage survived
;
but most of

tliem have been modified by Roman work, especially in the

form of permanent and lofty walls of masonry at the back of

the stage. Happily in some cities the Roman theatre was

built separately, and near the Greek, and this is the case at

Athens and at Syracuse. The others which are most perfect,

such as that of Aspendus in Pamphylia, and Taormina in Sicily,

contain Greek and Roman work jumbled together. But there

are remains throughout all Greek-speaking lands of these
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theatres, in which plays were performed as soon as Athens had

shown the way. At Epidauros, Argos, Man tinea, Megalopolis,

in the Peloponnesus alone, there are huge remains of Greek

theatres. The smallest and steepest known to me is that of

Chseronea in Boeotia.

The whole circuit of seats, generally semicircular (sometimes

even a greater, but never a less segment of a circle), was called to

K-o7\o)', and held the sitting room {Iciokiov) of the spectators, who

were called the theatir, as we say the house, in old times. It was

separated into concentric strips by one or more walks called

cial^tj/iuTa. A radiating series of flights of steps (/caT-uro/ia/), as-

cending from below, divided these strips of seats into wedge-
formed divisions (i^epi^thc).

In most cases, the spectators came

in at the sides, between the stage and the seats, and asceiided

by these steps. The seats were broad and comfortable, but each

person brought a cushion, or had it brought for him by a slave,

^\ho was not allowed to wait during the performance. In some

later theatres there were outside staircases, which brought the

spectators to the top of the theatre, where they entered the

highest level through a colonnade. The audience had no cover-

ing over them, and were exposed to all extremes of weather.

We do not know what was done in the case of rain, but

it is probable that the siage had a penthouse projecting from

the back wall, which protected the actors. The price of

admission was fixed at two obols for the Athenian theatre,

which went to the managei for its support, and which was paid

from the public funds to the poorer citizens at Athens, in the

days of the Athenian Empire, by way of affording all of them the

opportunity of joint religious enjoyment which the feasi of

Dionysus offered Women and boys were admitted to the tra-

gedies, but the former were certainly excluded from the comedies

in older days, and for obvious reasons. There were reserved

seats in front, and tne privilege of admission to them (Trpixcpia)

was highly prized. It was given to magistrates and foreign

ambassadors in early days, but on the marble armchairs of the

front row in the theatre of Dionysus, as re-discovered in 1862,

the names of religious dignitaries are inscribed, the priest

of Dionysus Eleutherios possessing the central stail. This



240 HISTORY OF GREEK LITERA TURE. cii. xiv.

arrangement does not, however, date before the days of He-
rodes Atticus. There is no evidence whatever that the Athenian

democracy allowed the front seats to be reserved for the richer

classes who could pay a higher entrance fee.^

The number of spectators must often have comprised the

whole male population of a large town and its suburbs, besides

sundry strangers, women and children. Some of the remaining
theatres would easily hold 10,000 people. It is consequently
evident that all could not have seen or heard delicate points

upon the stage. This, as will be seen, had no small effect upon
the way in which Greek tragedies were brought upon the stage.

Nevertheless, Iwill observe, that in the great theatre of Syra-

cuse, I myself tested its acoustic properties, and found that a

friend talking in his ordinary tone could be heard perfectly at

the farthest seat—this, too, with the back of the stage open ;

whereas it was in the old performances closed by lofty scenes,

and an upper story from which gods were shown and oft

descended upon the stage.

§ 166. We pass from the circle of spectators to the part of the

building (op^wrpa) corresponding to the pit of modern theatres.

The greater part of this was smoothed, empty, and strewed with

sand, hence called Kurlirrpa. In the centre was an altar to Dio-

nysus {Hv/jiXt]), the relic of the old times when nothing but

choral dances had been held in the area round the altar. But

in the part nearest the stage, which corresponds to our stage

boxes and orchestra, was a raised floor of wood, called, more

specially and scenically, orchestra, or dancing place of the

chorus, beginning at the altar, and communicating by steps

with the stage, which was somewhat higher. The chorus was a

sort of stage audience, at times addressing the actors, and

answering them through their leader, at times reflecting upon
them independently, especially in the choral songs, which

divided what we may call the acts of the play. The chorus was

not an ideal spectator, far from it, but rather represented the

average morality or courage of the public, as contrasted with

' This has been often asserted, owing to a misconception of the pas-

sage in Plato, A^o/. Socr. § 26, which speaiis of buying the work of Anaxa-

goras at tlie other orchestra above mentioned for a drachme.
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the heroic character of the protagonist, or chief actor. Thus

we find it frequently supporting the deuteragonist, or second

actor, who was a foil for the principal personage. As M. Patin

admirably remarks, apropos of the chorus of the Antigone :
' '

It

has not been sufficiently observed what moral defects the Greek

poets attach to the part which in these plays represents the

interests of general morality. While assigning to the chorus

those lofty ideas of order and of justice which dwell in every

heart, and come naturally from the lips of all as the voice of

conscience, they took care to add to this somewhat imaginary

role, by way of realism, the vulgar features common to every

muUitude. The speech of the chorus was pure and noble
;

its

conduct cowardly, cautious, selfish, and marked by the weak-

ness and egotism which are the vice of the common herd, and

are only wanting in the exceptional few, both of tragedy and

of real life.' But when it watched the progress of the play, the

scenes must have been not unlike the play within the play in ^
Hamlet, except that the great personages were in the Greek play

"^ '

the observed of the inferior observers. The entrances to the -'-•'-,•

orchestra were the same as those of the audience, from the 1^^

sides (Trapodoi), between the stage and the tiers of seats, and it is

certain that there was no separate place for musicians, as the

accompaniments to the choral songs, which were sung ap-

parently in unison, were of the slightest kind—perhaps a single

fluteplayer behind the scenes.

From the orchestra we mount by a few steps to the stage,

and its appurtenances. It was technically called TzpoaK^^nov, or

the place in front of the cTKrjyi], which was originally the king's

tent, or dwelhng of the chief character, but, in ordinary Greek

parlance, nothing more than the background of the stage. A
particular place in the centre of the proscenium, or stage, ap-

pears to have been slightly raised, and specially used in great

declamations: this was called the Xoye'ioi'. The whole stage was

very long and narrow, spanning all the way from one side of the

huge circle of spectators to the other. As the chorus were

brought forward to their place in the orchestra, the Greek

theatre required no deep stage room, and had ample space for

'

Sophocle, p. 260.

VOL. I. R
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its very few characters within a narrow place.' There was cer-

tainly one passage leading out from under the stage, and known

technically as Charon's stairs
;
but the old stages which I have

examined show such complicated substructures, so many separate

short walls and passages in their foundations, that I fancy there

must have been more to be done under the Greek stage than

most scholars imagine. The front of the raised stage, which

was hidden by the scenic orchestra, was called vKutruiyioi'.

§ 167. There was not much change of dress in the Greek

plays, but still some green room must have been required ;
it is

never alluded to by our authorities, and was, I fancy, a wooden
structure at the side of the stage, which could be removed
with the other woodwork. In the back wall of the stage, the

doors, three in number, indicated the position of the actor

who first entered through them.^ The middle door was for

the chief actor, the right for his foil or supporter (deuteragonist),
the left for his contrast or opponent (tritagonist). These

parts were as much fixed as those of the soprano, tenor, and

barytone in modern operas, but of course for musical and ses-

thetical reasons the two principal voices are there co-ordinated,
whereas this was never done by the Greeks. Messengers, who

played an important part in reciting stirring scenes, came in, if

from the home or city of the actors, by the right parodos ;
if

from abroad, by the left side of the theatre, and went out by
the orchestra

;
we find that in some theatres an additional door

at each end of the stage was provided for this purpose. These

fixed arrangements served to a certain extent instead of play

bills, which the Greeks did not use. The back scene was, as I

have said, lofty, and made of painted wooden panels and hang-

' With th'e decay of the chorus, the stage was made narrower, and the

ornamental front with marble figures, which we admire in the present re-

mains of the theatre at Athens, was not built till the third century a.d.,

and was moved back eight or nine yards from the original limit of the

proscenium, in the days of elaborate choric dances, and of dialogues be-

tween the chorus and the actors. The decoration of this surface seems to

imply that no scaffolding for an orchestra was then required in front of it.

^ It is not to be imagined that this was an absolute rule. The chief

personage was in most p'ays easily to be distinguished without any such for-

malily. Cf. JJcinhardy, ii. p. 93.
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ings, for when the Romans came to build similai theatres, they
built up this scene of masonry, which still remains in many
places

—most perfectly at the splendid theatre of Aspendus in

Pamphylia. The upper story represented by this architectural

front was called episcenium, and the wings, when they came for-

ward and closed the ends of the stage, parascenia. When
change of place was required, there existed scene shifting, in

the sense of drawing back to the sides temporary structures.

As there was seldom, if ever, more than one change of scene

in a Greek tragedy, we can imagine the movable scenes used

first, and drawn away, along with the revolution of the periadi,
to make way for the view painted on the permanent back
scene of the stage. For it is certain that at the parascenia
were fixed two lofty triangular prisms, called revolvers (TrefjiaKrot),

on each face of which a difierent scene was painted, so

that, according as the '

foreign parts
'

especially of the play

changed, the light iref)!aKTOi ^r/x"''*' ^^^s turned
(eKKVK-Xe'iy).

These prisms must also have served to conceal such scenes as

were drawn back, when not required. There was some compli-
cated machinery in the upper story of the back scene, which
enabled the gods to appear in the air, and address the actors

from a place called the gods' stage (BEoXnye'ioi). This machinery
seems to have been hidden by a large curtain

(ra-a/jXTj/za) hung
from above, but I suspect that this device did not exist in the

early days of tragedy.

It is important to notice the lofty and permanent character

of the wooden, and afterwards brick, structures at the back of

the stage, as it destroys various sentimental notions of modern
art critics about the lovely natural scenery selected by the Greeks
to form the background of their stage. It is still believed by
many that the Greeks desired to combine the beauties of a

lovely view with the ideal splendour of mythical tragic heroes.

Modern research has completely exploded the absurd idea. It

is possiljle that, at the highest and worst back seats, some

lofty mountain behind the stage might have been visible,
but I am sure the intention of all the arrangements was to

exclude such disturbance, and to fix the attention of the

spectators on the play and its scenic surroundings. The
K 2
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sites of the Greek theatres were simply determined by the

ground, and if almost every ascending slope near a city in

Greece affords a fair prospect of sea and islands, and rugged

outlines, we know that the Greeks of all civilised people thought
least about landscapes as such, and neglected the picturesque.

§ 1 68. This reflection leads me naturally to say a few words

about the scene-painting of the Greeks. When ^schylus arose,

painting was in its infancy, and it was not till the empire of Athens

was well established that the first great artist Polygnotus (about

01. 78) rose into fame. But he was altogether a figure painter,

and seems to have known nothing of perspective. Towards the

end of uiEschylus' life, Agatharchus first began to study the art

of scene-painting, with the view of producing some illusion by
means of perspective, and wrote a treatise on the subject. The

optical questions involved were taken up by Anaxagoras and

Democritus, and ApoUodorus (about 400 B.C.) may be regarded

as having brought to perfection this branch of art. Both he

and Agatharchus are classed as skenographers, or skiographers

{aKrjyoypafot, aKLoypdfoi), these terms being used as synonymous,
and showing that the painting of shadows was first attempted in

order to produce effects of perspective in scene-painting. There

can be no doubt, from an analysis of the scenes of our extant

plays, that the great majority of these paintings was architectu-

ral, and the representation of Greek palaces and temples, with

their many long straight lines, particularly required a knowledge
of perspective. It is not certain that the old Greeks, in spite

of their philosophic studies, were very perfect in this respect,

for the architectural subjects in the Pompeian frescoes are very

faulty, perhaps, however, because they were the work of igno-

rant persons, who never learnt the better traditions of the

ancients. Some few plays were laid in camps, and wild deserts,

such as the Ajax and Philoctdes of Sophocles ;
but by this time

scene-painting had become an established art. To judge from

the landscapes of Pompeii, these scenes had a very lofty blue

sky painted above them, which was doubtless intended to ex-

clude the natural background from the spectators. In the

comedies, concerning which we have but little information in

detail, familiar and everyday scenes in Attica must have been
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painted, and it would be most interesting to know what amount

of reality satisfied the Athenian audience. In the tragedies, the

scenes were either of remote palaces, or at least of palaces and

cities in ancient and mythical times, so that no close approxi-

mation to the cities of the period would be required.

§ 169. Above all, we must insist upon the staid and conserva-

tive character of all the Attic tragedy. The subjects were almost

as fixed as the scenery, being always, or almost always, subjects

from the Trojan and Theban cycle, with occasional excursions

into the myths about Heracles. But in treating the Trojan myths,

we find a distinct avoidance of the Iliad and Odyssey, and a

use of the cyclic poems instead. There are indeed a few titles

from our Homer, but they are so constantly satyric dramas, that

I suppose this was according to some rule, and that Homer,

from his sanctity, or owing to the too great familiarity of the

audience with him, was deliberately avoided.

The uniformity of subjects was moreover paralleled by the

uniformity of the dress—the festal costume of Bacchus—and by

the fixed masks for the characters, which allowed no play of

feature. So also I fancy the older actors to have been mono-

tonous and simple in their playing. . Later on we know that they

became popular and were a much distinguished class, and then

they began to take liberties with their texts, as we hear from many
scholia. These liberties were repressed by a wholesome law

of the orator Lycurgus, who enacted that official copies of

the plays of the three great tragic masters should be made, and

no new performance of them allowed without the applicant for

the chorus and his company having their acting copies com-

pared with the state MS.

As soon as tragic choruses and other dramatic performances

became recognised by the state at Athens, they were not left to

chance or to individual enterprise. The chorus was dressed

and trained at the pubHc expense, and the poet who desired to

have his piece performed must go to the archon,^ and ask

to have a chorus assigned to him. The actors were said to

have been distributed by lot, but in later days, we find parti-

cular actors so associated with poets that some more permanent
' The eponymus at the Dionysia, the king archon at the Lencea.
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connection must be assumed. The archon granted choruses to

the most promising appUcants, so that young and unknown

poets were fain to produce their piece under the name of an

influential friend. The poet, with the aid of a professional

choir master, trained his chorus in the lyrical songs, and in

early days took the chief acting part himself.

§ 1 70. Unfortunately we know hardly anything of the way in

which the competitions were managed, or how many plays were

produced on the same day, and in succession. We know certainly

that they were composed (even by Euripides) in tetralogies, in

groups of four, and their average length being moderate, I fancy a

trilogy would not take up more time than the playing of Ham-

let, followed by a short farce or satyric drama. But how could

the audience endure more than this at one time
;
and yet we

know that many of our extant plays obtained the third prize,

showing that twelve plays must have been acted. It is abso-

lutely certain that such a competition must have lasted several

days, and I believe that twelve plays was the limit
;
for when I

note the difficulty of
'

obtaining a chorus,' and that even good

poets were refused ;
when I also observe that the third place

was considered a disgrace, I infer that the number of competi-

tors must have been limited, and that there were not lower

places than the third to be assigned. But when we hear that

Sophocles contended,
'

play against play,' by way of novelty,

and that single plays from a group were called victorious, and

yet that Euripides competed with groups, none of which has

survived entire, we find ourselves in hopeless perplexities.

As to the adjudication of the prizes, it was made by judges

selected from the audience by lot, and no doubt led by the

public reception of the piece ;
but their decision seems often to

have been exceedingly bad. As we have not the rival piece? of

any competition for comparison, we may not dogmatise ;
but

still, when the scholiasts wonder at the CEdipus Rex being de-

feated, and when we find the Medea disgraced by obtaining the

third place, we cannot help suspecting that the judgment of the

day was utterly wrong. Each victory was commemorated by a

tripod, which was elected on an ornamental pillar or building

like the choragic monument of Lysicrates, still extant at Athens,
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and from these inscribed monuments were drawn the valu-

able didascalia which Aristotle first collected, and from vvhich

Aristophanes (of Byzantium) afterwards compiled his invaluable

prefaces to all the plays. Our extant prefaces seem to copy
their chronological data—the year of the play, its competitors,

and its place
—whenever they vouchsafe us such information.

Had Aristophanes' work been preserved, the whole history ot

the drama would be in a far different condition.

§ 171. There is still some hope of further light on this im-

portant point. Fragments of lists of dramatic authors, and their

victories, are still being found about the acropolis and the theatre

at Athens, and from the publications of them by Kumanudes
in the Athenaion, Bergk has endeavoured to reconstruct the

chronology of the drama.* His conclusions have been con-

tested by Kohler,* and are as yet uncertain. But he has pro-

bably established this much, that while the tragic contests were

carried on at the greater Dionysia in the city, and in spring

time, and recorded since about 01. 64, the winter feast of the

Lenaea in the suburbs was originally devoted to comedy, which

was not recognised by the state till about 01. 79. In 01. 84

new regulations were introduced, probably by Pericles, accord-

ing to which tragic contests were established at the Lensea, and

comic admitted to the greater Dionysia. From this time both

kinds of contests were carried on at both feasts, and in the great

theatre.' But as the Lencea was only a home feast, and not

attended by strangers, a victory gained there was by no means

of the same importance as a victory before the great concourse

of citizens and visitors in the spring, and consequently they

were separately catalogued. This accounts for variations in the

number of prizes ascribed to the poets, some lists comprising

all, others only the city prizes. No poet (except Sophocles)

seems to have gained this latter distinction often, and many
prolific authors obtained it only once or twice. But, as has been

already remarked, the verdict of the judges is not to be taken

as a conclusive estimate of real merit.

' Cf. Rhein. Mus. for 1879, pp. 292, sq.
* In the Memoirs ofthe German Arch. hist, ofAthens, vol. iii. pp. 104, sq.
' The lesser or country Dionysia were celebrated at a theatre in the

Peirzeus, vvhich has just been discovered. Cf. 'KQ-i\va\.ov for August iSSo.
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CHAPTER XV.

^SCHYLUS.

§ 172. The facts known to us about the life of ^schylus are

few, and decked out with many fables. He was the son of

Euphorion, born at Eleusis, the town of the Mysteries, in 525
B.C. He contended with Choerilus and Pratinas, as well as

Phrynichus, fiom about 500 B.C., and there is no doubt that

he learned a great deal from the art of the latter. His first

tragic victory was in 01. 73, 4 (485), and from this time down to

the middle of the century he worked with all the energy and

patience of a great genius at his art. He fought in the battles

of the great Persian war, and was wounded, it is said, at

Marathon, at which his brother Kynsegirus fell. He contended

against Simonides with an elegy to be inscribed over the fallen,

but was defeated. According to the most credible account

he won thirteen tragic victories. He confessed it impossible

to excel the Hymn to Zeus of the obscure Tynnichus, on

account of its antique piety, which gave it the character of

an inspiration.* And yet he is reported to have been exceed-

ingly hurt at the success of Sophocles in tragedy, by whom he

was defeated in 468 B.C. This may have induced him to leave

Athens and go to Sicily, an island which he had already visited

in 01. 76 at the invitation of Hiero, for whom he had written a

local piece called the ^tnaans, to celebrate the foundation of

the city of ^.tna on the site of the earlier (and later) Catana.

He also brought out at Syracuse a new edition of his Persians.

A better cause alleged for his second departure fi'om Athens

was the suspicion or accusation under which he lay of having

divulged the Mysteries. He is even said to have been publicly

> Cf. Bergk, /ZC, p. nil
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attacked, and, though he pleaded that he was unaware of his

crime, was saved with difficulty by the Areopagus. If this be

so, we can understand his splendid advocacy of that ancient

and venerable court, when attacked by Ephialtes, in his

Eumenides, the third play of the extant trilogy with which

he conquered in 01. 80, 2 (458). He must have been at this

moment one of the most important leaders of the conser-

vative party, and have had far more weight through his plays

than most men could attain by their eloquence on the bema.

Nevertheless we hear of him dying at Gela in Sicily within three

years of this great triumph. The people of Gela erected

him a splendid tomb ;
the Athenians not only set up his statue

in public, but rewarded and equipped any choregus in aftei

days who would bring out again the works of so great and

acknowledged a master.

Even this brief sketch can hardly be called certain as to

its facts
;
the many fables about his relationships, about his

death, and about his professional jealousies have been here

deliberately omitted. I only know of two personal recollections

of him which still survive, beyond the remark on Tynnichus
above mentioned. He was sitting beside Ion of Chios at the

Isthmian games ;
the audience cried out when one of the

boxers got a severe blow, whereupon he nudged Ion, and said :

' See what training does, the man who is struck says nothing,

while the spectators cry out.'
' He is said to have described

his tragedies as morsels (refiaxr]) gathered from the mighty
feasts of Homer. This very humble claim and loyal feeling

towards the old epics do not bespeak a jealous or self-asserting

character. Of his plays there remain seventy-two titles, cf

which over sixty seem genuine, and a good many fragments,
but only seven actual pieces : the Supplices (keTihc), probably

brought out- in 01. 71 or 72; the Persm, 76, 4 ;
the Seven

against Thebes, 78, i^; the Prometheus Vinctns, not before

75, 2, in which the eruption of ^tna alluded to in the play

' This is reported by Plutarch, De profed. in virt. c. 8.

* The statement put into ^schylus' mouth in the Frogs (v. 1026, sq.j

seems as if this usually received order were wrong, and the Seven against
Thebes aime earlier than ttie Persce.
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occuiTed, but probably as late as 01. 79. Lastly, his greatest

and most perfect work, the Orestean trilog}-, consisting of the

Agamemnon^ Choephori, and EtiJne?iides, in 01. 80, 2, shortly

before his death.

§ 173. I take the SuppHccs first, because it is decidedly a

specimen of the early and simple tragedy developed by ^schy-

lus; nor do I agree with some great critics who have thought it

composed as late as 01. 79, on account of its complimentary

allusions to Argos. In the first place the chorus is the principal

actor in this play
—the daughters of Danaus, who have come as

Suppliants to Argos, to escape the marriage of their cousins,

the sons of ^gyptus. In the next place, the number of the

chorus in the play seems to have been fifty, whereas in ^s-

chylus' later days it was reduced to fifteen or twelve persons.

There is indeed a notice of Suidas that Sophocles raised

the old number twelve to fifteen, which would imply twelve

Suppliants only ;
but the fixed traditional number of the

Danaides, and the ample space on the orchestra, in a play

where there was no dancing, seem to make the full number not

impossible in this play. I have no doubt that it was the

requirements of this play which at all events made the critics

think of fifty choristers. The main body of the piece consists in

long choric songs complaining of the violence of the sons of

^gyptus, the unholy character of the marriage they proposed,

and the anxieties of the fugitives. These odes are merely

interrupted by the actors—their father Danaus, Pelasgus, the

King of Argos, and the petulant Egyptian herald, who endea-

vours to hurry them off to the ship which has just arrived to

bring them back. The King of Argos is represented as a

respectable monarch, who, though absolute, will not decide

without appealing to the vote of his people, who generously

accept the risk of protecting the Suppliants. But the cautious

benevolence of Pelasgus, and the insolence of the Egyptian

herald, can hardly be called character-drawing, and the whole

drama, having hardly any plot, is a good specimen of that

simple structure with which Attic tragedy developed itself out

of 2 mere cyclic chorus. It is remarkable, however, that

though the individuals are so slightly sketched, there is the
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most distinct characterising of nationalities throughout the

play. Not only is the very speech of the Danaides full of

strange-sounding words, as if to suggest their foreign origin,

but there is the strongest aversion conveyed by the poet for

the Egyptians, as a violent and barbarous people, whose better

few can only find protection in Argos. The Argives, again,

are described as an honourable, somewhat democratic people,

not perhaps very different from the stage Athenians under

Theseus. There is little known of the other plays in the

trilogy, or of the satyric piece which followed. The horror

of a marriage with cousins seems so absurd in the Egyptian

princesses that it must have been explained by the course

of a preceding play, and the critics are agreed that the so-

called Danaides followed, wherein the marriage and murder

of the sons of .^gyptus took place, and the trial of Hyperm-
nestra, who alone disobeyed her father. She seems to have

been acquitted by the interference of Aphrodite herself, on the

ground of her own all-powerful influence on the human mind,
and from her speech Athenaeus has preserved for us some fine

lines. ^

Though this play is the least striking of those extant, and,
from the little attention paid to it, very corrupt, and often

hard to decipher, there are all the highest ^schylean features

in germ throughout it. Thus in the very first chorus, not to

speak of the elegant allusion to the nightingale, already cele-

brated in the Odyssey, there is a splendid passage on the

Divine Providence, which breathes all the lofty theology so

admirable in .^schyius.^

'
epS \i\v h/yvhs ovpavhs rpaxrai x^^va,

tptcs Se ya7av Kafijidvei yd/iiov rvxfty'

o/jL^pos 5' air' fvvdiVTOS ovpavov irtcrijjv

eKvcre yaiav i) Se TiKTerai ^poTois

fi-fl\ciiv re poiTKas Kol fiiov ArifxiiTpiov'

SevdpuTis lipa 5' e'/c vori^ovros ydfiov

t4\(i6s iffTt. Twv 5'
e'-yct) irapalrios.

2 VV. 86, sq. : Atbs Xjxfpos ovk fv9r)paTos iriixdrj,

irdvTa Toi ^XtyeBei

KO)/ ffK6T(fi fieXaiva ^vv Tvxf

/iepJirecrtrt Aaoh,
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So also future punishments are threatened. > The concluding

prayer of blessing on Argos, sung by the gratetul Suppliants, is

very fine, and there is all through the play aa abundance of

that mighty diction in which the epithets and figures come

rolling in upon us like Atlantic waves. It is this feature in

.^schylus which makes him so untranslateable.^

I will observe, in conclusion, that the description of lo's wan-

derings (in the ode, vv. 525, sq.) is a foretaste of the much

.fuller treatment of the same subject in the later Prometheus.

Trlirrei 5* aircpaKes ouS' iirl vcoTtp,

KOpv<pa Aihs el KpavOrj irpayixa. TeKeiov.

SavAol yap irpairlScnv

SaffKLoi T6 TiivOViTtV TTUpOl,

Kari^itv &(ppaaTOi.

Ulttth. 5' fKiri^wv

CKp" vxliiTTvpywv TTixvdKeis fipOTOVS,

piav 5' oUtiv' i^oir\i(ei,

rav &Trotvov Satuoviiaf ^fxivov &ucii ^povrifii. irws

avrSOiv i^iifpa^fy tfx-rras, k'Spavwv 4<p' ayvuiv.

And vv. 590, sq. :

riv* Uv Oiuiv iuSiKwrtpoKTiv

KiK\olfJ.av fv\6ya)s iir' tpyois.

iraTTip <pvTovpy6s, avrSx^ip H-va^

yivovs TTaXawcpptev fxfyas

TiKroiv, rh irav /xtjx^P oipios Zei/y.

uir' apx«5 5" o^rivos 6od(a>v

rh (lilov Kpii(X(T6v<>iv KparvviLV

otJTivos 6.v(>jQtv riixfvov cre'/Set Kara).

iropeffTi 5' ipyov ws tiros

avfvfai ri tuv fiovKios (pfpei (pp'fiv,

' vv. 227-33, and v. 416.
* Thus we have (vv. 34, sq. ) :

evda d( KaiKairi

j^^ei/xujuoTinrcf, PpovT'fj dTipoirfj t*

ofji^po<p6poi.alv T ave/uiots ayplai

aXhs avT-r\cTavris uXoivto.

Again, v. 350 : XvKoSiwKTOv i>s SdfjLaKiu &fi wtrpais

ijKL^a.Tois, 'If' oAko iricrvvos fxifxvKf

<l>pd(ov(Ta fiorripi fj.6x&ovs.

And
}i.Xopov aKiOaptv SaKpvoy6vov''Apri.

And the wonderful—
Xiffcrhs alyi\i^ airpdcrZeiKTOs olS^pwv Kpe/iis yvnias rtrpa.
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§ 174. The Pcrscc is profoundly interesting, apart from literary

questions, for it is the first approach to a piece of contem-

porary history among the Greeks. Here we have the battle

of Salamis described by an eyewitness, and the impressions
made on the heroes of Marathon recorded with a poet's

utterance.^ The problem of making an ideal picture from

materials of the present day was more imperative for a Greek
than for any modern poet, and it is with no small acuteness

that Racine (in the preface to his Bajazet) explains the artifice,

and applies it in his own way. As M. Patin well puts it :

'

il

depaysa, en quelque sorte, son sujet, et lui donna cette per-

spective lointaine necessaire \ I'illusion tragique.'
^ Racine

thought that to his audience the Turks were strange and mys-
terious enough for ideal purposes, just as ^schylus had de-

vised the plan of laying his scene at the Persian court, where

even living characters would not strike the audience as too

close to themselves. By this means ^schylus avoids all the

difficulties which beset him, and moreover was able to convey
certain moral lessons to his audience by his picture of the

despotic society in which Xerxes lived. It has been re-

marked that though the play teems with Persian names, not

a single Athenian is mentioned; nay, even the celebrated

Ameinias, whom many commentators call the poet's brother, is

anonymous, and his ship only noted as a ' Greek ship.'
^ Of

course, the mention of any special name in the Attic theatre

would have excited all manner of disturbing sympathies and

antipathies.

The general features of the play being borrowed, as we are

told, from the celebrated PJmnisscz of Phr3'^nichus, it was of

that archaic and simple structure which admitted almost no

' The differences between Jischylus and Herodotus, which are less than

might be expected, have often been discussed by critics. Cf. Blakesley's

Herod, vol. ii. p. 404. The introduction of modern subjects had already
been attempted by Phrynichus (above, p. 236), not only in his Capture of

Miletus, but in his Phcenusa:. It was again attempted in later days by
Moschion and Philiscus in their T/ietmstodes, and probably by others also.

Cf. Meineke, Hist. Com. Gi\zc. p 522.
- Cf. Patin, Tragiqties grccs. i. p. 211. 'v. 409.
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action, and very little play of various feeling. The chorus is

here also of the first importance, and takes its place as an actor

in the play. It is composed of elders left in charge of Xerxes'

kingdom during his absence, who in the opening scene express
their anxieties concerning the state of the Persian Empire.

Atossa, the king's mother, next appears to tell her alarms, and
then a breathless messenger narrates the defeat and destioiction

of the great host in a very splendid narrative. The chorus, in

despair, are advised by Atossa to help her in calling up the spirit

of Darius, who is represented as a great and just ruler, whose

prophetic advice might still save his people. But he merely

foretells, with calm dignity, the remaining defeat at Platsea, and

gives no hope of returning fortune. After a choral song in

praise of his great conquests, Xerxes appears in strong con-

trast, and the play ends with a long commos or ode of lamenta-

tion for him and the chorus—a common feature at the close

of Greek tragedies, for which we moderns feel little sympathy.
The play is not very difficult, and the text in a much better

condition than that of most of -^^schylus' other plays. Its merits

have been generally underrated, and it seems to have been left

for M. Patm to discover, with the delicate sense of his nation,

the finer points missed by other critics. The ghost of Darius in

particular is to be noted as, perhaps, the only character ghost in

the history of tragedy. He is brought up mainly to enable the

poet to gather together the various triumphs of the Greeks,
which could not be embraced in the limits of the action. But

far beyond this particular requirement, ^schylus has endowed
the vision of the great monarch with a certain splendid calm, a

repose from the troubles of this mortal life, an indifference to

all violent despair, which comes out strangely in his opening
words to Atossa, and in his parting farewell.' The con-

trast with the erring, suffering, perturbed spirit of Hamlet's

father will strike every reader. As for the other charac-

ters of the play, they merely exhibit various phases of grief,

all modulated and varied according to the natural require-

ments of the persons. The grief of the messenger is patri-

otic, he thinks of the losses of Persia only ;
and yet there

' vv. 706-8, and S40-2.
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is in him that fullness and explicitness of detail which mark
the self-importance of a man of little dignity, when he be-

comes the bearer of weighty, even though lamentable, news.

The grief of the queen is personal, she has her mind fixed

on her son. That of the chorus is vehement and headstrong,
almost seditious

;
that of Xerxes, gloomy and despairing ;

that

of Darius, as we have said, is a calm and divine melancholy,
which cannot disturb his eternal serenity. Thus a single

theme is varied through all manner of tempers. Though the

general merit of the piece is greater than that of the Supplices,

there are not so many fine and striking passages. More espe-

cially the theology preached by Darius is by no means so lofty

as that cited above from the earlier play. The lines in which

Atossa describes the offerings of the dead are very beautiful,

and very like in grace to the writing of Sophocles.'
The invocation of Darius also shows the use of the refrain,

which is so effective in ^schylus, and is not common in the

otlier tragedians. We are told in the didascalise that this trilogy—viz. the Phineiis, Perscc,Glaucus, with the P^-ometheus Pyrphoros—
gained the first prize. Of the other plays we know hardly

anything, save that the Boeotian campaign, and the Carthaginian
defeat in Sicily, were treated. There is a good edition by Teuffel.

§ 175. The Seven against Thebes brings us to a more ad-

vanced stage of the poet's development. Though the plot
is still simple, it is not the chorus, but Eteocles who opens
the play, and sustains the principal part. Moreover, the drawing
of his character is very clear and sharp, and quite as striking
as the warlike characters of the most developed tragedies.
After his patriotic speech, a messenger details, with great

' vv. 610-18 :

ViKpo'cTl fi^l\lKTT)pia,

fioos T arp' ayvr/s X^vKhv evTroTOf ydXa,

rris T avde/xovpyov ffrd.yfjt.a, ira^Kpaks fxiXi,

Xi^affiv vSp7]\aTs -KaoQivov Tr-r\yris /ueVa

aKTipaTOv re /xrirphs aypias &ito

worhv iraAoias a/xweKov yavos rdbe '

Tris T oiex' eV <J)t>AAoicri da\\o6(n]s Iffov

^avQris iKaias Kapwhs evc'Sris irdpa,

SvStj re irXeKra, ira/j.(p6pov yaia^ reKfa.

4 6 7
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beauty, the sacrifice and oath of the seven hostile chiefs, who
swear to meet death rather than to turn back from Thebes.*

The parodos of the chorus is composed with great skill, the pre-

cipitous hurried rythms and apparent disorder of the structure

speaking clearly the agitation of the Theban maidens at the

approach of the enemy. Eteocles breaks in upon them, and

reproves them sharply for disturbing the town, and dispiriting

the citizens with their lamentations, and prayers to the gods.

After a long dialogue, he exhorts them to raise a paean to the

gods, and encourage the people. But the chorus, in an

anxious and very beautiful strain, still harp upon their fears,

upon the horrors of war, and upon the miseries of captured

cities.*

' He addo a pathetic touch :

(kV(\ji.ila. 0' aiiTuv to7s TiKovaiv is SSfxovs

irpus ap/x 'ASpaffTOv xfpo'i'' i(Tre<pov, SaKpv

AeiySofTex' olKroi 8' ovSils fiv Sia (rrJua.

' vv. 321-62

oiKTphy yap Tr6\iv tuS' i7U7ioi'

'Ai'Sa irpo'idxf/ai, Sophs &ypav,

SovXlav \pa<papS. aTtoSw

vv' avSphs 'Axa^ov de69€v

irepdof/.4vav oti'/xcoj,

Tcts Se /cexeip£>'MeVas ayeffdai,

(f), veas re Koi iraKaias

iinrr]5})V TrXoKaficou,

irepippriyvv^evoiv (papioiv.

0O& 5' eKKevovfifva ir6\is,

\aiSos oKAvfifvas iu.i^odp6ov'

fiapfias TOi Tvxas TTpOTap^w.

nXavThv 5" aprnpoTois wno^pdiruv

vofilficiiv irpoirdpoiOiv Siafj-eT^at

Saj/j.oiT(av (TTvyipav dSSv.

Ti
;
rhv (pdifjievov yap npoXeyoi

/SeArepa rwvSf irpdfffffiv.

KoWa yap, eSre tttoAis SanaffOrj,

iri, Svffrvxv re npaffffei.

&\\os 5' &K\ou &y€i,

(povevet, TO 5e /cal TTvp(popu'

Kaw(p ;^pair'eTai ir6\icrfx' airav.

uatuuneyos 5" innrve? Xao5a,uai
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Then follows the celebrated scene in which the messenger
describes the appearance of each chief, while Eteocles and

the chorus answer. The length to which it is expanded
has been criticised by Euripides. The picture of the sixth,

the seer Amphiaraus/ is said by Plutarch to have 'brought

down the house '

by its plain allusion to Aristeides, then in

the theatre. When Polynices is described, last of all, the

rage of Eteocles bursts forth uncontrollably, and the awful

curse resting upon the house of Laius urges him consciously to

meet his brother in the field, in spite of the deprecating

entreaties of the chorus. After an ode on the sorrows of

QLdipus, the news of the Theban victory and the death of the

brothers arrives. Presently the bodies are brought in, fol-

lowed by Antigone and Ismene, who sing a cotnmos over them,

consisting of doleful reproaches and laments.

But in the last seventy lines the poet blocks out the whole

subject of Sophocles' Antigone. The herald forbids the burial of

Polynices, Antigone rebels, and by a curious device the chorus,

dividing, take sides with both Antigone and Ismene, in upholding

KopKopvyal 5' dv' &crTv,

ttotI ttt6\iv 8' dpKdva irvpywris.

irphs avSphs 5' ayijp crras 5op2 Kalveraf

fiXaxai 5' alfnardfcra'at

Twv firtfiaffTiSidjy

&pTt ^pi(pS>v ^p^fiovrai.

apirayal Se diaSpo/xav bfialfioves'

^vfx^oXel (piptev cpepovrt,

Kal Kevhs Kevhv KaXe?,

^wvofiov 04\a>u €X*"'>

ovre fxiiov ovr 'Urov XeKinfievoi.

riv' e/c TcHfS' eiKdcrai \6yos ndpa j

irayroSaTrhs 5e Kapirbs

XafidSis TT€(Twv aXyvvei Kvp'ficrai.

TTiKphv S' ofifia * * 6a\an7)ir6K(DV

TToAAct 5" a,Kptr6<pvpT0!:

yas S6(Ti<; ovTidavo7s

€>' poGioLs ipopehai.
* w. 592-4.

VOL. I. S
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aiid rejecting the decree of the city.^ M. Patin notes that the

same device has been adopted by Schiller in his Bride of

Messina, and that such a division was not at all unnatural in a

Greek chorus. Far from being an ideal spectator,
'
les pontes

grecs ne se piquaient pas de donner au choeur, reprdsent-

ant de la foule, des sentiments heroiques, et il me semble

qu'Eschyle, dans cette peinture rapide, a fort inge'nieusement

caractdrise les commodes apologies de la poltronnerie politique.'

Aristophanes, in his F?vgs, makes ^schylus quote this play

specially for its warlike tone, and for the good effects it pro-

duced upon the spirit of the spectators. It won the first prize

with its trilogy, consisting of the Laius, the CEdipus, the

Septem, and as a satyric afterpiece, the Sphinx. This information

having been copied from the Medicean didascaliae discovered in

1828, it is interesting to study the earlier lucubrations of the

Germans as to the place of the Septem in its trilogy. Only one

of their guesses was trae, and that was shortly abandoned by
its author, Hermann, for more elaborate hypotheses. This

collapse of the learned combinations about the grouping of

Greek plays has decided me to pass them by in silence, merely

giving the facts when preserved in the Greek prefaces, which

are acknowledged trustworthy.

§ 1:76. The Prometheus Vindus brings us to the perfection
of .i^schylus' art, and to a specimen, unique and unapproach-

able, of what that wonderful genius could do in simple tragedy,
that is to say, in the old plotless, motionless, surpriseless

drama, made up of speeches and nothing more. There is cer-

tainly no other play of ^schylus which has produced a greater

impression upon the world, and few remnants of Greek
literature are to be compared with it in its eternal freshness

and its eternal mystery. We know nothing of the plays
connected with it, save that it was followed by a Prometheus

Unbound, with a chorus of Titans condoling with the god,
who was delivered by Heracles from the vulture that gnawed
his vitals, and was reconciled with Zeus. Thus this group may

' So Aristophanes, in h\?, Ac/iarniajis (vv. 520, sq.) divides his chorus,

half of wliich is persuaded by Dicaiopolis, while the otlier half remains

obstinate and hostile.
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have had a peaceful and happy termination, like the great

extant trilogy; and we can fancy that the pious ^schylus,
when he brought upon the stage conflicts among the gods,

would not allow his plays to close in wrath and anguish, as he

did the CEdipodean trilogy just discussed. The work before

us shows clear marks of development above the earlier plays.

Three actors appear in the first scene, the silent figure of

Prometheus being evidently a lay figure, from behind which

the actor afterwards spoke. The chorus is even more re-

stricted than in the Seven against Thebes, and occupies a posi-

tion not more prominent than in the average plays of Sophocles
or Euripides. The dialogue is paramount, and possesses a

terseness and power not exceeded by any of the poet's later

work. As Eteocles, the heroic warrior, is in the Seven the

central and the only developed character, so here Prome-

theus, the heroic sufferer, sustains the whole play. In the first

scene he is riven, with taunt and insult, to the rocks by the

cruel or timid servants of Zeus. Then he soliloquises. Then
he discourses with the sympathetic chorus of ocean nymphs and
their cautious father. Then he condoles with the frantic lo, and

prophesies her future fates. Lastly, he bids defiance to Zeus,

through his herald Hermes, and disappears amid whirlwind and

thunder. Yet the interest and pathos of the play never flag.

With a very usual artifice of the poet, satirised by Aristo-

phanes, the chief actor is kept upon the stage silent for some

time, during which the expectation of the spectators must
have been greatly excited, even though diverted by the ex-

quisite pathos of Hephsestus' address to the suffering god.
The outburst of Prometheus, as soon as the insolent minis-

ters of Zeus have left him manacled, but have freed him from

the far more galling shackles of proud reserve, is among the

great things in the world's poetry. The approach of the

ocean nymphs is picturesquely conceived
; indeed the whole

scenery, laid in the Scythian deserts beyond the Euxine, among
gloomy cliffs and caverns, with no interests upon the scene

save those of the gods and their colossal conflicts, is weird and
wild beyond comparison. The choral odes are not so fine as in

the earlier plays, but the dialogue and soliloquies more than com-
s 2
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pensate for them. The play is probably the easiest of the extant

seven, and the text in a good condition, though the critics sus-

pect a good many interpolations made by actors in their stage

copies.

§ 177. But the external features of this splendid play are

obscured, if possible, by the still greater interest attaching to its

intention, and by the great difficulties of explaining the poet's

attitude when he brought it upon the stage. For it represents

a conflict among the immortal gods
—a conflict carried out by

violence and settled by force and fraud, not by justice. Zeus

especially, his herald, and his subject gods, are represented as

hard and fierce characters, maintaining a ruthless tyranny among
the immortals; and the suffering Prometheus submits to centuries

of torture from motives of pure benevolence to the wretched

race of men, whom he had civilised and instructed against the

will of Zeus. For this crime, and no other, is he punished by
the Father of the Gods, thus set forth as the arch enemy of man.

How did the Athenian audience, who vehemently attacked

the poet for divulging the Mysteries, tolerate such a drama ? and

Still more, how did^'Eschylus, apious and serious thinker, venture

to bring such a subject on the stage with a moral purpose ? As

to the former question, we know that in all traditional religions,

many old things survive which shock the moral sense of more

developed ages, and which are yet tolerated even in public

services, being hallowed by age and their better surroundings.

So we can imagine that any tragic poet, who adhered to the facts

of a received myth, would be allowed to draw his characters in

accordance with it, especially as these cliaracters were not

regarded as fixed, but only held good for the single piece. In

the Middle Ages much license was allowed in the mystery plays,

but it was condoned and connived at because of the general

religiousness of the practice, and because the main outlines of

biblical story were the frame for these vagaries. Thus a very

extreme d'stortion of their gods will not oftend many who
would feel outraged at any open denial of them. It is also to

be remembered that despotic sovereignty was the Greek's ideal

of happiness y?v ///V/'j-^//; and that most nations have thought it

not only reconcileable with, but conformable to, the dignity of
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the great Father who niles the world. No Athenian, however

he sympathised with Prometheus, would think of blaming Zeus

for asserting his power and crushing all resistance to his will.

I do not therefore think it difficult to understand how the

Athenians not only tolerated but appreciated the play.

The question of the poet's intention is far more difficult,

and will probably never be satisfactorily answered. The number

of interpretations put upon the myth by commentators is as-

tonishing, and yet it is possible that the poet had none of them

consciously before his mind's eye. They have been well

summed up by Patin' under six heads. There are first the

historical theories, such as that of Diodorus Siculus, a scholiast

of ApoUonius Rhodius, and others, that make Prometheus a

ruler of Egypt or of Scythia, who suffered in his struggles to

reclaim his country and its people. Secondly, the philo-

sophical, which hold it to be the image of the struggles and

trials of humanity against natural obstacles. This seems the

view of Welcker, and is certainly that of M. GuignauL Thirdly,

the 7noral, which place the struggle within the breast of the

individual, and against his passions, as was done by Bacon, by
Calderon, and also by Schlegel, as well as by several older

French critics. Fourthly, the Chiistian, much favoured by
Catholic divines in France, supported by Jos. de Maistre,

Edgar Quinet, Ch. Maquin, and others, who see in the story

either the redemption of man, the fall of Satan, or the fall of

man, dimly echoed by some tradition from the sacred Scriptures.

Garbitius, a Basle editor of the Prometheus in 1559, seems

to have led the way in this direction. But as Lord Lytton

justly observes,
* whatever theological system it shadows forth

was rather the gigantic conception of the poet himself than the

imperfect revival of any forgotten creed, or the poetical dis-

guise of any existing philosophy.' Yet there is certainly some-

thing of disbelief or defiance of the creed of the populace.

Fifthly, the scientific, which regard it as a mere personification
of astronomical facts, as is the fashion with comparative

mythologies. Similar attempts seem to have been made of old

by the alchemists. Sixthly, there is the political interpretation

'
Etudes, i. p. 254. I have added Mr. Lloyd's, from his Age ofPericles.
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of Mr, Watkiss Lloyd, who thinks the genius of Themistocles

and the ingratitude of Athens were the real object of the poet's

7_ teaching, though disguised in a myth.i There is lastly to be

noticed an unique theory, which may be called the romantic,

propounded by Desmaretz in 1648, when he pubhshed a

rationalistic imitation of Euemerus, entitled La Verite des

fables OH rhistoire des dieiix de Vantiquite. He explains how

Prometheus betrays his sovereign, Jupiter, for the love of his

mistress Pandora, a lady as exacting as any princess of chi-

valry. He retires in despair to the wastes of. the Caucasus,

where remorse daily gnaws his heart, and he suffers agonies

more dreadful than if an eagle were continually devouring his

entrails. Prometheus at the French court of the seventeenth

century was sure to cut a strange figure.

There can be no doubt that an acquaintance ^vith the

Orphic and Eleusinian mysteries told upon yEschylus' theology,

and made him regard the conflicts and sufferings of gods as

part of their revelation to men, and we can imagine him

accepting even the harshest and most uncivilised myths as part

of tlie established faith, and therefore in some way to be

harmonised with the highest morals. Yet it seems very strange

that he should represent Zeus as a tyrant, and Prometheus—a

god not by any means of importance in public worship—a

noble sufferer, punished for his humanity. Still worse, Zeus is

represented as the enemy of men, and completely estranged

from any interest in their welfare. I do not know how these

things are to be explained in such a man as ^schylus, and

cannot say which of the more reasonable theories is to be

preferred. This seems certain, that the iron power of Destiny

was an extremely prominent idea in his mind, and that no

more wonderful illustration could be found than this story, in

which even the Ruler of tlie Gods was subject to it, and thus at

the mercy of his vanquished but prophetic foe.

§ 178. The history of opinion about the Fromct/ieus is some-

what curious. The great French critics of the seventeenth cen-

tury could not comprehend it, and Voltaire, Fontenelle, and la

Harpe were agreed that it was simply a monstrous play, and the

^"^- » Cf. Bernhardy's Comm. on most of these theories, LG. iii. p. 272, sq.
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work of an uncultivated boor with some sparks ofgenius. The
colossal conceptions of the great Greek, and the gigantic words

with which he strove to compass his thought, were essentially

foreign to the rigid form and smooth polish of the French

tragedians. Of late years all this feeling has changed.

Lemercier, Andrieux, and Edgar Quinet' have adopted the

tone of Schlegel and Goethe, and everybody is now agreed as to

the merit of the play. I would they were equally persuaded
of the impossibility of imitating it There are allusions to two

translations or adaptations by the Romans, attributed to Attius,

Varro, or M^cenas. Cicero seems to have been particularly

attracted by it. In. modern days Calderon's Estatiita de

Prometheo is said to be a moral allegory on the conflicts in

human nature. Milton's Satan is full of recollections of Pro-

metheus, and even the Samson Agonistes, though rather built

on an Euripidean model, has many like traits. Byron tells us

that this was his great model for all the rebellious heroes who
conflict with the course of Providence. Shelley so loved to

depict the struggle vi^ith a tyrannous deity that he reconstructed

for us the Protuctheus Unbound on his own model But as Lord

Lytton observes, ^schylus' power lies in concentration,

whereas the quahty of Shelley is diffuseness. Keats' Hyperion
shows the impress of the same original. Goethe attempted,
but never finished a Prometheus. Apart from the unworthy

portraits in the Pandora of Voltaire and the Prometheus of

Lefranc de Pompignan, E. Quinet has symbolised the fall of

paganism and rise of Christianity in his drama (Paris, 1838),

and several later French poets, MM. Lodin de Lalaire, V. de

Laprade, and Senneville, have touched the subject
—the latter

in z.\x2.gtdiY on Prometheus Delivered {\Zd^i^. Thus we have

before us in this play of ^schylus one of the greatest and
most lasting creations in human art, a model to succeeding

ages, and commanding their homage. But no modern in-

' I am surprised to find in Villemain (^Litt. du xviii^"^ sikle, iii. 299)

the expression :

'

piece monstrueuse, ou Ton voit arriver I'Ocean qui vole,

porte sur un animal aile, et d'autres folies poetiques de I'imagination

grecque.' This is a curious sentence for so enlightened and elegant a

critic.
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terpreter has ever equalled the mighty original. As M. Patin

says, it is o^ving to the unequal satisfaction provided for two

very diverse requirements
—a combination of great poetic

clearness with a religious and philosophic twilight
—that the

work of ^schylus preserves its immortal freshness. There

are German translations by Hartimg and F. Jacobs. All earlier

English versions may be forgotten in the presence of that of

Mrs. Browning. There are editions by Wecklein and Schmidt.

§ 179. We now arrive at the Orestda, the three plays on the

fortunes of the house of Atreus, which were ^schylus' last and

greatest work. These plays, the Agamemnon, Choephori, and

Eiinioiides, are the only extant specimen of a trilogy, and

are inestimable in showing us the way in which the older tragic

poets combined three plays on a single subject. But unfor-

tunately our single specimen is quite insufficient to afford us

materials for an established theory.

The first of the series, the Agamemnon, is the longest and

the greatest play left us by ^schylus, and, in my opinion, the

greatest of the Greek tragedies we know. There is still no

complication in the plot ;
the scenes follow one another in

simple and natural order
;

but the splendid and consistent

drawing of the characters, the deep philosophy of the choral

songs, and the general grandeur and gloom which pervade the

whole piece, raise it above all that his successors were able to

achieve. The central point of interest is the matchless scene be-

tween Cassandra and the chorus—a scene which drew even from

the writer of the dry didascaligs an expression of the universal ad-

miration it produced. The play opens with a night view of

the palace at Argos, from the roof of which a watchman, in a

most picturesque prologue of a homely type, details the long
weariness of his watch, and betrays in vague hints the secret

sores that fester within the house. But his soliloquy is broken

by a shout at the sudden flashing out of the long-expected

beacon-light that heralded the fall of Troy. Then follows a

long and difficult chorus which reviews all the course of the

Trojan war, the omen of the eagles, the prophecies of Calclias,

and the sacrifice of Iphigeneia. The hymn marches on in its

course, each member closing with the solemn refrain a'tXnoy
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atXtvov ciTTf, TO V tv ynvorw. The moral views of God and of

his Providence are very pure and great, and remind us of the

passages above quoted from the Supplices}

It is not necessary to follow step by step the plot of a play

so easily read in good translations. The character of Cly-

temnestra is boldly and finely drawn. She is evidently the

master spirit of the palace, and seems stronger, not only
than ^gisthus, but than Agamemnon, who does not awake

in us much interest. Cassandra is of course a character of

situation, but is remarkable as the pure creation of the poet,

and not suggested by the old forms of the myth. Her pro-

phetic frenzy, her attempts to speak plainly to the sympathetic

chorus, her ultimate clearness, and noble despair as she

casts away the fillets of the god and enters the house of

her doom—all combine to form a scene without parallel in the

Greek drama, and which has never been approached by the

highest effort of either Sophocles or Euripides. But the play
not only stands out alone for dramatic greatness ;

it abounds

everywhere in picturesqueness
—in picturesqueness of descrip-

•
Zevs, bffris ttot^ ^ariv, ei t<}5' ou-

T0Vt6 VIV TTpOff(VV(TT(0.

ovK ixu irpoafiKdffai,

iravr^ iin<TTa6fJL<i>fj.ivos,

•kK)]V A((5s, ej rh jxarav awh (fipovTiSos &x^'^^

Xph )3aXe?j' errirvficiis.

o65' o<Tris irdpoiQfv ?iv fieyas,

iraixjxax(i> Opdrret fipvwv,

ovSfV iiv \e^ai ivplv Sjv,

ts 5' eirfir' ecpv, rpia-

KTTJpOS O^X^TO'' TVX<i>V.

iJnva, Se Tis Trpo^pSvws iirii/lKia K\d^aiv

reO^iTat (ppevS>v rh kclv •

rhv <ppove7v ^pOTOvs o5co-

uavra, rhv wdOet fidOos

OevTa Kvplois ex*'"-

ffrd^ei 5' fv 0' virvc^ trph KapSlas

fjivri(nirr]ixcov irdfos' Kal Trap' 4-

Kovras ^\6e au(ppovftv.

haifidvwv Se irov X<^P'^»

fitaldfs (TfAixa creiJ.vhi' Tuxevaiy.
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tion, as in the speeches of the watchman and the herald

Talthybius ;
in picturesqueness of lyric utterance, as in the

famous chorus on the flight of Helen, and the anguish of the

deserted Menelaus.^ Most striking also is the picture of the

treacherous beauty under the image of a lion's whelp, brought

up and petted in the house, and suddenly turning to its native

fierceness. 2

'
i.'yovai. r' avricpipvov lAioi (pdopdv,

^i^uKtv pifKpa 5ia irvKav,

&T\aTa rXcicra.
• iroWa 5" effrevov

T(5S' evv(TrovT€s SJ/icor 7rpo(/)7JTai
•

ii> (Cti Scifia Scofia Kal irpSfMOi,

iu> Ae'xoj Kal trri^oi (pt\dvopfs.

Trdpfari cnyacr', &Ttfio5, aKoiSopos,

aSicTTOs acpf/jLfvwv iSuv.

Tr6d(fi 5' vTrepTTovrlas

(pdcrfxa S6^et S6/ia>v avdaanv.

ev/x6p(pa>v St Ko\offau>v

exflerai X'^P'^ avSpl.

o/xfxdruv 5' eV axv^oits fppei iraff' 'AfpoSira.

oviip6<pavroi 5e trevOiffiopes

iripfiffiv BoKal (j>4povffai X'^P^" fJ-ciTaiav.

ixdrav ycLp, tvr' tv ead\d ris Sokwv dp§.,

trapaWdi^aaa Sio x^p^*'

^e0aKev o'pLS oh fiedvcrrepov

TTTfpoTs OTraSoOcr' virvov KeXevdois.

ra iJ.(v Kar' otKovs icp^ ecTias ix')

rdS' fcrrl Kcd ruvS' vTrep^aTcirfpa.

rh irav 5' o(p' 'Y.WdSos aXas avvopfjLivots

KfvOeia T\ri(TLKdp5ios

S6/j.(i)v fKacrrov Trpewft.

iroWa yovy diyydvet wphs ^irap'

ovs fJ-iv yap tis iTrtfixpey

oTSei/
• aprl Se (piDTivi'

Tfvxv Kal (TiruShs (Is kKaarov SS/xovs CKpiKPf^rca,

6 xp^o'^f^oi^hs S" "Ap-qs (ToofidTwu

Kal raXavTovxos iv
fJ^dxil Sophs

trvpudev «| 'l\lov

(piKoicTL TTiniriL $apv

i|/7J7jUa SvcrSdKpvTov av-

riivopos (TiroSov yffii-

^wv Kf^riras (vdfTOvs,

* vv. 735, sq.
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There is one passage which has excited much criticism con-

cerning the chorus. \¥hen the voice of Agamemnon is heard

within, crying that he is fatally wounded, there seems to be a

regular deliberation of the chorus, each member offering his

opinion, and summed up by the leader at the end of twenty-

five lines. This delay seems very absurd, except we have re-

course to the natural solution, that the various members of the

chorus were made to speak sirnulianeously, so producing a con-

fused sound of agitated voices, which is precisely what is most

dramatic at such a moment. It is well known to actors now
that this confused talking of a crowd is only to be produced

by making each person on the stage say something definite

at the same moment
;
and I believe ^schylus to have here

used this expedient. Why has this natural explanation oc-

curred to no critic ? It is remarkable how the chorus, who
even after the murder treat Clytemnestra with respect, and

only bewail before her their lost king in bitter grief, start up
into ungovernable rage when the craven ^gisthus appears to

boast of his success. They will not endure from him one word

of direction
;
and so the play ends with the entreaty of the over-

wrought queen to avoid further violence on this awful day.

The Agamemnon suggested the subject of plays to Sophocles
and to Ion among the Greeks, and gave rise to various imita-

tions among the early Roman tragedians, as well as by Seneca.

In modern days, after a series of obscure attempts among the

French of the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries, it was imitated

(in 1738) by Thompson, in a play which was translated and

produced with success in France. It was also imitated by
Alfieri (1783), and then in 1796 by Lemercier in a somewhat
famous version. But all these modern Agamemnons differ

from that of ^schylus in introducing the two main innova-

tions of modern tragedy
—an interesting plot or intrigue, and a

careful and conscious painting of human passions. The great

original appeals to far loftier interests. Thus Alfieri alto-

gether disregards and omits the splendid part of Cassandra,
both from his extreme love of simplicity, and in order that he may
find room for painting what ^schylus assumes as long since

determined—the struggle in Clytemnestra's mind between

passion, duty, vengeance, and honour. This development of the
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mental conflicts in Clytemnestra is reproduced by Lemercier,
who has, however, not made the error of omitting Cassandra.

But the Clytemnestra of ^schylus has been for years tutored by
her criminal passion. Her struggles with duty have long ceased,
and her resolve is fixed. This is no mistake is psychology,
no passive adherence (as M. Villemain thinks) to the received

legend, but a well-known mental state in a degraded woman.

Among English translations I may specially notice the ele-

gant but not accurate one of the late Dean Milman, in a volume

already often cited on the lyric poets. Mr. Fitzgerald, the well-

known translator of Omar Khayyam, has given us a fine, but
free and modified version of the play in his

'

Agamemnon, a

tragedy taken from the Greek,' most of which, and the best parts
of which, are literal translations. So have Conington, Professor

Kennedy, Mr. Morshead, and Miss Swanwick; the last also

published in a magnificent edition with Flaxman's illustrations.

Lastly, Mr. Robert Browning has given us an over-faithful

version from his matchless hand—matchless, I conceive, in

conveying the deeper spirit of the Greek poets. But in this

instance he has outdone his original in ruggedness, owing to

,his excess of conscience as a translator.

§ 1 80. The Choephori, so called from the chorus carrying-
vessels with formal offerings for Agamemnon, which follows, is

unfortunately very corrupt, and even mutilated at its opening in

our MSS. This, as well as the intrinsic sombreness and gloomy
vagueness of the play, makes it probably the most difficult of
our tragedies in its detail. But the main outHne is very
simple and massive. The scene discloses the royal portal, and
close to it the tomb of Agamemnon. The proximity of the
tomb to the palace seems merely determined by stage reasons
and does not rest in any sense upon a tradition that Aga-
memnon was buried in his citadel, as might be inferred from
Dr. Schliemann's conjectures. Indeed, the whole tradition of

Agamemnon's being buried at Mycenae seems unknown to

^schylus, who ignores Diomede, and makes the seat of the

great empire of the Atreidse at Argos.
Orestes • in the opening scene declares his return to Argos to

' In a passage criticised for its redundant language by Aristophanes in

the Frogs,
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avenge the murder of his father, but he and Pylades stand aside

when the chorus of female domestics (probably Trojans) come

out in solemn procession to offer libations to the dead. Here

Orestes sees and recognises Electra, who discusses with the

chorus how she is to perform the commands of Clytemnestra^

lately terrified by an ominous dream. They then find the lock of

hair offered at the tomb by Orestes, and his foot-tracks, by which

Electra is at once convinced of his return. It is evident that

^schylus laid no stress on the recognition scene, and that any
marks sufficed for his purpose. But he has naturally not

escaped the censure of Euripides, who ridicules this scene

in the parallel passage of his Electra. When Orestes discovers

himself, there follows a splendid dialogue and chorus, I had

almost said duet and chorus, in which the children of Agamem-
non and their friends pray for help and favour in their vengeance.
This scene occupies a large part of the play. At its close

Orestes tells his plan of coming as a Phocian stranger and an-

nouncing his own death, so as to disarm suspicion, and thus

obtaining access to the palace. Here we see the first dawning

oisLplot, or of that complex tragedy which soon supplanted the

simpler form. The chorus, who in this play are strictly not only
- the confidants but accomplices of the royal children, aid in the

deception, and when Orettes has been invited within by Clytem-

nestra, persuade the nurse, who is sent for ^gisthus, to disobey
her instructions, and desire him to come alone. This character

(Kilissa), with her homely lament over Orestes, and her memories

of the vulgar troubles of the nursery, gives great relief to the

uniform gloom of the play, and, in her coarsely expressed
real grief, contrasts well with the stately but affected lamentation

of the queen.
^ After ^gisthus has passed in, and his death-

cry has been heard, comes the magnificent scene in which Cly-

temnestra, suddenly acquainted with the disaster, calls for her

double-axe, but is instantly confronted by her son, and sees her-

self doomed to die. There is here not an idle word, not a

touch of surprise or inquiry. She sees and recognises all in a

'

Sophocles seems to have produced a similar character in his Niobe,

cf. fr. 400 ; and this nurse was translated into marble in the famous Niobe

group, of which we see a Roman copy at Florence.
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moment. An instant of weakness, the protest of Pylades. a

short, hurried dialogue between mother and son, and she is

brought in to be slain beside her paramour. The scene is then
rolled back, and shows Orestes standing over the dead, but

already stricken in conscience, and terrified at the dread Furies
with which his mother had threatened him. With his flight the

play concludes.

So great a subject could not but find imitators. Yet

Sophocles and Euripides took quite a different course, as the

very title of their plays indicates. Their Eledras bring into

the foreground the sorrows and hopes of the princess, who
was doomed by her unnatural mother to long servitude and

disgrace, and was sick at heart with hope deferred of her

brother's return. Her despair at the announcement of his death,
the ill-disguised mental relief of Clytemnestra, the sudden return

of Electra's hope, the recognition of Orestes—these have afforded

to Sophocles one of his most splendid, and to Euripides a

very affecting tragedy. But a far more interesting analogy is

suggested by the unconscious parallel of Shakspeare, whose

Hamlet, dealing with the very same moral problem, gathers into

one the parts of Electra and of Orestes, and represents not only
the vengeance of the murdered king's son, but the long mental
doubts and conflicts of the avenger, living in the palace, and
within sight of his adulterous mother and her paramour.

Shakespeare has made the queen-mother a weaker, and far less

guilty character, and therefore has consistently recoiled from the

dreadful crisis of matricide.' With him the uncertainty of evi-

dence, in Hamlet, takes the place of the uncertainty of hope, in

Electra, whether her brother would indeed return. Instead

of the oracles that urge Orestes, and the ever-present tomb
of Agamemnon, he employs the apparition of the king in per-
son. These, and other kindred features, make Hainlet a very
curious and instructive parallel to the C/iocp/wri, the more
curious because accidental. But, like all moderns (even in-

cluding the later Greeks), Shakespeare has turned from the dis-

cussion of great world-problems to personal and psychological

' There is also, of course, the influence of Christianity in its repugnance
to bloodshed, a repugnance which the Greek poet would not feel.
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interests, and therefore his magnificent play wants the colossal

grandeur and the mystic gloom of the less developed, less

elaborated, but greater conception of ^schylus.

§ 181. The Eumenides forms a fitting conclusion to the

trilogy. It is a play remarkable for many curious features. First,

we may notice the quick changes of scene, which violate the

ordinary niceties of time and place. We have the rocky fane

at Delphi, and its surroundings, in the opening scene, then the

inside of the temple, with the sleeping Furies camped about the

suppliant; then again the Acropolis of Athens, and then,

apparently, the neighbouring Areopagus. The extraordinary

character of the chorus is also to be noted. They are not only

the chief actors in the play, but in hostility to the other players

and representing a separate principle. Their terrible ap-

pearance, their awful attributes, and the dread incantations

whereby they seek to charm their victim, so impressed the

ancients, that all manner of anecdotes are current as to the

effect they produced. The refrain of their song is very

striking.'

T(^Se fx^Kos, TrapaKond,

Trapa(popbL (ppevoSaXris,

vfxvos e| "Epivvwv,

Se'cruios cppivuv, o.^6p-

fiiKTos, avova ^pordls.

TovTo yap \axos diavTaia

fiolp^ iTTiKXcocrev i/j.ir4Sus ex^"';

Bvarcov rolaiv ahrovpyiai ^v/xTreaucriu /xdrato',

To7s b^apTitv, 6(pp' av yav inreAdiy davwv 5'

ovK &yav i\iv6ipos.

eirl 8e tij! Tedv/x^va)

To5e ixe\os, irapaKoird,

Trapa(t>opa (ppevoSaXrjs,

vfxuos e| 'EpLvvwy,

Seo'/xios (ppevoiv, acpSp-

fiiKTOS, ahovh. lipoToTs.

yiyvo/xevaKTi \dxv raS' i(p' a/j-ly ^KpavOrf
adavdrdiv 5' onrexfii' X^'P"^; ovS4 ris icrrl

(TvuSni'Tfop fxercLKOivos.
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The whole play, though revolving round Orestes' deed,
and though calling in at its close a jury of Athenian citizens,

is, like the Prometheus^ a conflict of gods and of great world

principles, in which mortals seem hardly worthy to take part.

Yet the play also gives us the first specimen of that love of

trial scenes which runs through all the later drama. The
Athenians were, as we know, peculiarly addicted to this duty,

and became, indeed, a whole nation of jurymen. But in

the present case ^schylus was promoting another object, and

one which, in the hands of a lesser genius, might have spoilt

his artistic work. He wished to show the august origin and

solemn purpose of the Court of the Areopagus, which was at

that very time being attacked by Ephialtes and Pericles. It

should also be observed that this trilogy, unlike that on CEdipus,

ends with a peaceful result, and with the solemn settlement of

the Furies, under the title of Ezimeiiides^ in their sacred retreat

beneath the rock of the Areopagus. The weary curse which

had persecuted the house of Atreus thus becomes exhausted, and

Orestes returns purified and justified to his ancestral kingdom.

Though it is deeply to be regretted that no other speci-

men of a trilogy has survived, it is more than probable

that never again was such perfection attained, either in indi-

vidual plays or in their artistic combination. We have the last

and greatest outcome of ^schylus' genius, and Sophocles had

already set the example of contending with separate plays. It

is, I confess, somewhat shocking to think that a satyric drama,

the Proteus, was performed after this complete and satisfying

series. From tlie stray fragments of our poet's satyric muse

which remain (especially from the 6(TTo\6yoi), we know that a

good deal of coarse jesting was permitted and beast nature in-

troduced in these merry afterludes
;
and we cannot but fancy

H/xotpos, &K\ripos irvx^v.

ho)fj.6.r(jov yap el\6fiav

avarpoirds, '6rav "Aprjs

Tidaffhs iiv <pi\ov i\ri.

eirl t6v. Si, Stoufvai

Kparfphv t)V&
, &uoia>s

fiavpovfj.ev vcf a^/jLCTOS VfOlf.



CH. XV. THE FRAGMENTS. 273

that the great effect of the trilogy must have been consider-

ably effaced by such an appendix.

§ 182. The fragments of ^schylus, though many, are not

interesting dramatically, as they seldom give us an insight into

the structure of a lost piece, or even poetically, for he was not a

poet who strewed his canvas with lyric flowers or sententious

aphorisms, like his successors. He was essentially a tragedian,

and every word in his play was meant for its purpose, and for its

purpose only. He consequently afforded little scope for col-

lectors of beautiful lines of general application. On mythical

questions he is often quoted, and is a most important autho-

rity ;
likewise on geographical questions, for which he had a

special fancy, as appears very plainly from his extant plays. He
lived at the very time when the Milesian school of Hecataeus

had stimulated a taste for these studies, and when the Greeks

were beginning to interest themselves about foreign lands. The

play which seems to me our greatest loss is the Myrfnidotis, in

which the subject was the death of Patroclus, and therefore

taken directly from the Iliad, but modernised in a remarkable

way by the warmer colouring given to the affection subsisting

between Achilles and his friend. It would indeed have been

interesting to see more fully the treatment of such a subject by
such a poet. The Ransom of Hector was also taken from the

Iliad, but several other plays on the Trojan cycle were drawn

from the events preceding and following the Anger of Achilles.

§ 183. The intelligent student, who has read for himself

the extant plays of yEschylus, will form a better judgment of

his genius than can be suggested by any general remarks in a

sketch like the present. What I here offer by way of reflection

is rather meant to guard against false theories and mistaken

estimates, than to supply any substitute for the student's

own knowledge of so capital a figure in Greek Literature. A
comparison with Pindar and Simonides shows how great an ad-

vance he made, and how independently he approached the

great moral problems which the Greek poets
—the established

clergy of the day
—were obliged to expound, ^schylus was,

indeed, essentially a theologian, meaning by that term not

merely a man who is deeply interested in religious things, but

VOL. I. T
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a man who makes the difficulties and obscurities of morals and

of creeds his intellectual study. But, what is more honourable

and exceptional, he was so candid and honest a theologian,
that he did not approach men's difficulties for the purpose of

refuting them, or showing them weak and groundless. On the

contrary, though an orthodox and pious man, though clearly

convinced of the goodness of Providence and of the pro-
found truth of the religion of his fathers, he was ever stating

boldly the contradictions and anomalies in morals and in

myths, and thus naturally incurring the odium and suspicion

of the professional advocates of religion and their followers.

He felt, perhaps instinctively, that a vivid dramatic statement

of these problems in his tragedies was better moral education

than vapid platitudes about our ignorance, and about our diffi-

culties being only caused by the shortness of our sight. He
knew the strength of human will, the dignity of human liberty,

the greatness of human self-sacrifice, and yet he will not abate

aught from the omnipK>tence of Providence, the iron constraint

of a gloomy fate, the bondage ofancestral guilt. It is quite plain

that the thought of his day was influenced by two dark under-

;. currents, both of which must have touched him—the Orphic

mysteries, with their secret rites of sanctification, their dogmas of

personal purity and future bliss; and, on the other hand, the Ionic

1 . philosophy, which in the hands of Heracleitus had not shunned

obscurity and vagueness, but had shown enigmas in all the

ordinary phenomena of human life. These influences conspired

with the strong unalterable genius of the poet, and produced
results quite unique in the history of Literature. For it is evi-

dently absurd to attribute the massiveness and apparent un-

couthness of .^schylus, as Schlegel does, to the conditions of

nascent tragedy. Phrynichus, his contemporary, was famed

for opposite qualities, for gentle sweetness and lyric grace. At

no epoch could .^Eschylus have been softened down into a con-

ventional artist. Many critics speak of him as almost Oriental

in some respects
—in his bold metaphor, in his wild and irregu-

lar imaginings ;
and yet he is censured by Aristophanes for too

much theatrical craft. I suppose the former mean to compare
him with the greatest of the Hebrew prophets; nor does the com-
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parison seem unjust, if we confine it to this, that both found

strange and striking images to rouse their hearers' imagination,

and that neither felt bound by the logic of ordinary reasoning.

In this matter Heracleitus and ^schylus are the masters

of bold and suggestive inconsequence. But the obscurity of

both was that of condensation—a pregnant obscurity, as con-

trasted with the redundant obscurity of some modern poets,

or the artificial obscurity of the Attic epoch. His philosophy

is in the spirit, and not in the diction of his works—in vast

conceptions, not in laconic maxims. Both Sophocles (as he him-

selfconfesses) and Thucydides, the highest types of the Periclean

epoch, are often obscure, but, as I said, are so artificially, not

from endeavouring to suggest great half-grasped thoughts, but

from a desire to play at hide-and-seek with the reader, and sur-

prise him by cleverness of expression. We always feel that M%-

chylus thought more than he expressed, that his desperate com-

pounds are never affected or unnecessary. Although, therefore,

he violated the rules which bound weaker men, it is false to say

that he was less an artist than they. His art was of a different

kind, despising what they prized, and attempting what they did

not dare, but not the less a conscious and thorough art.

Though the drawing of character was not his main object, his

characters are truer and deeper than those of poets who at-

tempted nothing else. Though lyrical sweetness had little place

in the gloom and terror of his Titanic stage, yet here too, when

he chooses, he equals the masters of lyric song. So long as a

single Homer was deemed the author of the Iliad and the

Odyssey, we might well concede to him the first place, and say

that iEschylus was the second poet of the Greeks. But by the

light of nearer criticism, and with a closer insight into the

structure of the epic poems, we must retract this judgment, and

assert that no other poet among the Greeks, either in grandeur

of conception, or splendour of execution, equals the untrans-

lateable, unapproachable, inimitable ^schylus.'

§ 184. Bibliographical. Turning to the question of ^s-

' Aischulos' bronze-throat eagle-bark at blood

Has somehow spoilt ray taste for twitterings !

R. Browning, Arist. Ap. p. 94.
T 2
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chylean literature, we find the whole criticism of our texts to

depend on one MS. of the tenth century, the celebrated

Pint, xxxii. 9, of the Laurentian library at Florence, which con-

tains, with Sophocles and Apollonius Rhodius, the seven

plays written out in a beautifully neat hand with very slight,

somewhat slanting characters  

it has numerous scholia, but is

unfortunately mutilated through most of the Agame?>inofi and

opening of the Choephori. From copies of the thirteenth and

fourteenth centuries, at Florence, Venice, and Naples, these

defects, and some gaps in the scholia, have been partially

remedied. The scholia seem to be more Byzantine than Alex-

andrian, and it does not appear that, with the exception of the

arguments prefixed by Aristophanes, much attention was paid

to the poet by the great critics. Indeed, the same thing may
be said of both Roman and French imitators. While they

understood and copied Sophocles and Euripides, ^schylus was

neglected as an uncouth and rude forerunner of the real drama.

We must acknowledge this much merit in Schlegel, that he led

dramatic criticism into a sounder and deeper course. The Pro-

metheus^ PerscB, and Sepicm, which stand first in the MSS., were

very much more read than the rest, and are far better preserved.

Tl-iQ editio princcps of the text was that of Aldus (1518); that of

Robortellus (Venice, 1552) first gave the scholia. The whole

Agamemnon appears in Victorius', and in the ed. Steph. 1557.

Good early critics were Dorat, Canter, Stanley. Porson turned

his critical acumen to bear upon the text in the Glasgow edition

of 1794, and then followed the editions of Butler, of five plays

by Blonifield, and of Peile. In the present day the editions

best worth studying are those of God. Hermann, W. Dindorf,

and H. Weil for criticism, Merkel's careful ed. of the Florentine

MS., that of Mr. Davies on the Agafficf/mon and Cluuphori,

and those of Kock, Gilbert (and Enger, 1874), Prof. Kennedy

(1878), and Mr. Sidgvvick (i88t), on the Agafne?nnon. Mr. F.

A. Paley has also supplied us with an excellent handy edition,

the most serviceable for ordinary use. It is the result of long

study spent on separate editions of the plays. Wellauer and

Linwood have composed /Eschylean lexicons which are useful,

but even the latter (1848) now somewhat antiquated. The



CH. XV. MODERN VERSIONS. 277

German translations are endless. Those of Voss, Droysen, and

Donner may specially be named.' The French have rather

imitated than reproduced, if we except the versions of Du Theil

and Brumoy. In English we have the respectable version of

Potter, the Agamemnons of Prof. Blackie (1850), Symmons,
those already mentioned above (p. 268), Mr. J. F. Davies', and

very spirited versions of select passages by Lord Lytton in his

Rise and Fall of Athens. I call special attention to the very
able criticism accompanying these translations. Mrs. Browning
has given us an admirable Prometheics, and lastly, Mr. Browning
has turned his genius for reproducing Greek plays upon this

masterpiece, and has given a version which will probably not

permit the rest to maintain their well-earned fame, though it is

in itself so difficult that the Greek original is often required for

translating his English. I confess that even with this aid,

which shows the extraordinary faithfulness of the work, I had

preferred a more Anglicised version from his master hand.

The truest and deepest imitation of the spirit of ^schylus
in modern times is not to be sought in the stiff formalism ot

Racine or Alfieri, but in the splendid Atalatita in Calydon ot

Mr. Swinburne, whose antitheism brings him to stand in an

attitude between human freewill and effort on the one side, and
ruthless tyranny of Providence on the other, not approached
in poetry (so far as I know) from ^schylus' day down to our

own. Unfortunately, the very poetical odes of his chorus are

diffuse, and written with all that luxuriance of rich sound which

in Mr. Swinburne often dilutes or hides the depth and clear-

ness of his thought. The English reader must therefore by no
means regard this part of the play as modelled upon ^schylus,
nor as at all representing his poetry. It is in the plot, and
in the nervous compressed stichomuthia, or dialogue in alter-

nate lines, and in the gloomy darkness which broods over the

action, that the modern poet has caught the spirit of his great

predecessor. Since the Samson Agonistes of Milton, we have

* Full information on all the German versions of the Oresteia, from Von
Halem {1781;) to Donner (1854), will be found in an article by Eichhoff in

the Aeue Jahrbiicher fiir Philologie, vol. cxv.
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had no such reproduction of the Greek drama, and those who
are not in sympathy with Mr. Swinburne's other poems should

not fail to turn to this exceptional work, which he has never since

equalled. The Frotfietheus Unboimd of Shelley, as he himself

tells us very plainly, is hardly intended as an imitation of ^s-

chylus, but as an original and wholly independent work.

Before passing on, let me direct attention to the very in-

genious and suggestive, but little cited Prolegoviena to yEschylus

by R. Westphal (Leipzig, 1869), a very high authority on the

musical side of Greek poetry. He shows the strict adherence

to fixed forms in the poet, and even considers the Prometheus,

from its remarkable variations in this respect, to be a much

interpolated and deformed piece. It was ^schylus' habit to

construct his piece with/(?z/r choric songs, and one cofntnos or

lament, replaced by a processional hymn, if the plot did not

admit of the threnos. Westphal examines carefully the structure

of these choral pieces, and starting from the taunt of Euripides
in Aristoph. Frogs, 1281, shows that the old Terpandrian nome,

expanding from a centre {6^(l>aX6s) into pairs of parallel mem-

bers, was the real model of the poet, so that the strophic form

does not give us the key to the sense. Thus there is always
an upx^-j 6fx(}iaX6s, and o-^payt's ;

there may be two transition

members (KaraTpoTra and fieTUKaTUTpoTrd) joining them
;
there

may be further a proem and epilogue. On this model Westphal

analyses all the choral odes in the plays.

The commie or processional odes, with which the plays

usually conclude, are framed upon a totally different model,

that of the aulodic Threnos, which was always amoebean, and is

divided between actors and chorus, or between sections of the

chorus. The effect seems here to have been chiefly musical,

as the text has little meaning, and consists in responsive utter-

ances of woe, each side taking its clue from the other. In the

Septcm and Persa this musical performance was not given to

the chief actor. The whole theory is most ingenious, and his

rearrangement of the amoebean strains convincing ; but why
did /Eschylus preserve the strophic form, if the nomic form was

the real basis of his choral odes ? This difficulty still remains

unanswered. The application of this theory to Pindar's

odes is mentioned in my Preface.
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CHAPTER XVL

Sophocles.

§ 185. There is even less told us about the life of Sophocles
than about that of ^schylus, and, indeed, there seems to have

been little that was eventful to be told. He was too young to

take part in the great struggle of the Persian war, and his cam-

paign to Samos, in middle life, was evidently no serious warfare.

He refused, we are told, to leave Athens, which he loved, at

the invitation of foreign cities and princes, and thus avoided

the adventures of travelling which were fatal to both his rivals
;

and though he took part in politics on the oligarchical side,

as he was perhaps a Probulus when the four hundred were es-

tablished, he seems never to have been a strong or leading poli-

tician. His gentleness, and beauty, and placid disposition

seem to have saved him from most of the buffets and trials of

the world
;
and he is, perhaps, the only distinguished Athenian

now known who lived and died without a single enemy.
He was born in the deme Colonus, within half an hour's

walk of Athens, in the scenery which he describes in his famous

chorus of the second OEdipus, and which has hardly altered up
to the present day, amid all the sad changes which have seamed
and scarred the fair features of Attica. I know not, indeed,

why he calls it the white (apyfjTn) Colonus, for it was then, as

now, hidden in deep and continuous green. The dark ivy and
the golden crocus, the white poplar and the grey olive, are still

there. The silvery Cephissus still feeds the pleasant rills, with

which the husbandman waters his thickly wooded cornfields
;

and in the deep shade the nightingales have not yet ceased

their plaintive melody.
His father's name was Sophillus, and the scholiasts wrangle

about the dignity of his position in life
; though he seems to

have been no more than a man of middle rank, making his
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income by practising or directing a trade. Concerning his

mother and brethren there is absolute silence. Bom about

496-5 B.C., he was chosen, for his beauty and grace, to lead

the solemn dance in honour of the victory at Salamis. He
was educated by Lampros, a rival of Pindar and of Pratinas,

as a scientific musician
;
and this special training in 7>iusic

enabled him, in spite of his weak speaking voice, to act with

great success the parts of Thamyras and of Nausicaa, in the

plays which he wrote concerning these personages. In 468
he came forward as a tragic poet, and at the age of 28, with his

first piece, defeated the great .^schylus, who had been for a

generation the master of the tragic stage. What made the

nctory more remarkable was the selection of Kimon and his

victorious colleagues as judges, instead of the ordinary proce-
dure by lot. From this date till his death, at the age of

90, the poet devoted all his energy to the production of those

famous works of art, which gave him such a hold over the

Athenian public, that he came to be considered the very ider.l

of a tragic poet, and was worshipped after his death as a hero,

under the title Dexiori (Ae^/wi'.) He is said to have won

eighteen or twenty tragic victories, and though sometimes post-

poned to Philocles and others, was never placed third in all his

life. The author of the Poetic and the Alexandrian critics

follow the judgment of the Attic public, and most modem critics

have agreed with them that the tragedies of Sophocles are the

most perfect that the world has ever seen. It is, indeed, no

unusual practice to exhibit the defects of both ^schylus and

Euripides by comparison with their more successful rival.

The Athenian public were so delighted with his Antigone

that they appointed him one of the ten generals, along with

Pericles, for the subduing of Samos
;
as regards which Pericles

is said to have told him that he knew how to compose well

enough, but not how to command. It is conjectured that on

this expedition he met and knew Herodotus, by whom several

passages in his plays, and one in the fragments,' seem suggested.

' Fr. 380, about Palamedes' invention of games, like the Lydians' in-

vention in Herod, i. 94. This coincidence has not yet, I think, been

noticed. So also the famous chorus in 0. C. 121 1, sq., seems copied
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If the passage of the Antigone (which many critics declare

spurious) be genuine, it was composed before the poet went to

Samos
;
and the conjecture here breaks down. Yet I have per-

sonally no doubt that Herodotus, who lived much at Athens,

suggested these passages ;
and I am not disposed to admit that

any of them is spurious, though they may belong to second

editions of their respective plays. He was (in 443 b.c.) one of ^ ^^ 3.

the HeHenotatniie, or administrators of the public treasury
—a

most responsible and important post. He sided with the oli-

garchy in 411, if he be the Frobulus then mentioned. When

Aristophanes brought out his Frogs in 405 B.C., the poet was but

lately dead, and, amid the conflict of schools of poetry, is acknow-

ledged the genial favourite of all
;

^ the comic Phrynichus,
in his Muses, of the same date, spoke of him in very similar

terms. A splendid portrait statue of him, found a few years ago
at Ostia, and now in the Lateran at Rome, is doubtless a copy
of that set up in the theatre at Athens by Lycurgus, and repre-

sents him as worthy in dignity and beauty of all the praises

bestowed upon him. The various anecdotes which bear upon
his character, and which seem to be partly, at least, drawn from

the high authority of the memoirs of the contemporary Ion

of Chios,^ all speak in the same tone, and describe him as of

easy temper, and much given to the pleasures of love. He is

even contrasted with Euripides in the more Greek complexion
of his passion. Most of his German panegyrists are unable to

refute the jibe of Aristophanes,^ that in his old days he turned

miser, and worked for money like a second Simonides, but are

indignant at the report that he became attached, late in life, to a

courtesan named Theoris, of Sikyon, He is, moreover, quoted
in the first book of Plato's Republic, speaking of Eros as a fierce

tyrant, from whose bonds he had escaped by advancing years.
But this probably alludes to the passions formed in the palaestra,

of which other dialogues of Plato tell us a great deal. He is

from Artabanus' speech, Herod vii. 46. The attack on Egyptian manners
in the same play (vv. 337, sq.) is a still clearer case, perhaps also 0. T.

981. Lastly, we have Anlig. vv. 909, sq. Cf. vol. ii. p. 19.
'

exjKoAos pikv ivddS', iVKo\os 5' f'«e?.

* Cf. fr. I ol/on in MiiUer's F//C. s
Fax, 698.
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said to have had a second family by this Theoris. All the

Alexandrian authorities believed that his legitimate son was

lophon, son of his wife Nikostrate, but that of Theoris was born

Ariston, who was father of the younger Sophocles. But the

testimony of inscriptions,' which speak of a Sophocles corre-

sponding with the younger of that name, and even of an lophon,
son of (apparently this) Sophocles, makes it probable that the

Life and schohasts are wrong about the grandson. We have

no more certain information about the more famous story of

lophon's attempt to take the old poet's property out of his

hands by an action at law, and how he was defeated by the

reading of the famous chorus in the CEdipics at CoIo7ius, then

just composed. Most critics now think that this play was not,

like the Philodetes, the product of Sophocles' old age, but of his

mature life, though it seems not to have been brought out

till after his death, probably by lophon, with considerable

interpolations. Aristophanes (in the Frogs) speaks of lophon
as a poet of uncertain promise, but still as the best of the

Epigoni. Other stories, about the respect shown him by the be-

sieging Spartans, when he died, and how his friends were allowed

to bury him eleven stadia on the way to Dekelea, may be read in

the Life. It seems odd he should not have been laid in his home

at Colonus, which is quite close to Athens, but possibly, with

this modification, the anecdote may be true. He was com-

monly called the Honey Bee, and was said, as almost every other

great Greek poet, to have been peculiarly imbued with Homeric

thoughts and style. This vague statement is not verified by
his extant plays, though he is said in others to have adapted
the Odyssey repeatedly. Indeed, we may suspect, with Mr.

Paley, that the Homer alluded to by these old critics includes

the Cyclic epics, from which he certainly borrowed almost all

his plots.

But there are other and more definite things reported con-

cerning his style, his method, and his influence on the history

of the drama. These we shall best consider when we have

given a sketch of the extant plays and fragments. Of the

' See Dindorfs Foeta Trag. p. 1 2, note. The younger lophon would

be called afier his grandfather.
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elegies, the pseans, the prose essay on the chorus/ the seventy

tragedies, the eighteen satyric dramas, which the poet (after

making due deductions) seems fairly to be credited with, there

remain only seven tragedies, and of the 1,000 fragments,

but few are of any length or importance. A great many of

them are indeed only quoted (chiefly by Hesychius) for the

sake of curious and rare words which the poet had employed
— 

a remarkable feature in these fragments. Of the seven

tragedies now extant only two can be dated, even approxi-

mately
—the Antigone, which was brought out just before the

expedition of Pericles to Samos (440 B.C.), and the /'/«7y<r/'r/^'i-,

which may possibly be the last play he wrote, and which ap-

peared in 409. Both these plays won the first prize, and if we

cannot expect immaturity in the one, we cannot find decay in

the other. But considering these, as we are bound, first and

last, we are at liberty to arrange the rest in whatever order is

most convenient for critical purposes.

§ 186. The Antigone yNd& said to be Sophocles' thirty-second

work, and must, from its date, have at all events been the work

of his mature and ripe genius. It is, therefore, in every respect

suitable to show us the contrasts with the old masterpieces, and

the supposed improvements which mark the epoch of the per-

fect Greek drama. The play formed no member of a trilogy,

but stood upon its own basis, nor are we at all justified,

with some loose critics, in supplementing the character of the

heroine from the other plays on the Theban legend (the two

(Edipuses), plays written in after years, and without any
intention of being viewed in connection with the Antigone.

It is never to be forgotten that as soon as the tragic poets |

abandoned connected plays, they assumed the liberty of

handling the same personage quite differently at different

times, nor do they feel in the least bound by an earlier con-

ception. This apparent inconsistency, which contrasts so

strongly with the practice of modern dramatists, is due to the

fact, that while the moderns have an unlimited field for the

choice of subjects, and therefore naturally choose a new title

to embody a new type, the Greeks were very limited in the

'
This, which rests upon Suidas alone, is very doubtful.
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legends which they treated, and must therefore constantly re-

produce the same heroes and heroines. But they avoided the

consequent monotony by the poetic license of varying the

character to suit the special play. We must therefore study

the characters in each play by themselves, and without re-

ference to their recurrence in other works of the same poet

The first point to be remarked in the play is the subordination

of everything else to the character of Antigone. In /Eschylus'

conception—the deepest conception—of a tragedy, the actors

were, so to speak, subordinated to the progress of a great moral

conflict, which involves them in its mysterious course. They

act with apparent Uberty and force of character, but are really

the exponents of great opposing agents, which they cannot stay

or control. In the tragedy of Sophocles, where character-draw-

ing (»)9o7rotta, as it was called) was the first object, the power of

human will is the predominant feature, and the real conflict of

moral and social forces is thrown into the background.

^schylus, as has been already noted (p. 257), had blocked

out the whole plot briefly at the end of his Theban trilogy, and

indicated where a tragic conflict might be found. But when

Sophocles takes up the subject, the firm determination of

Antigone to perform the sacred duties of fraternal love is op-

posed to no principle of parallel importance, to no law which

commands any respect, but simply to the timid submissiveness of

her foil, Ismene, to the arbitrary decree of a vulgar and heart-

less tyrant, and to the cold and self-interested apathy of a

mean and cowardly chorus. Antigone is accordingly sustained

from the beginning by a clear consciousness that she is ab-

solutely right, the whole sympathy of the spectator must go with

her, and all the course of the play is merely interesting as

bringing out her character in strong and constant relief. But as

she consciously faces death for an idea, she may rather be en-

rolled among the noble army of martyrs, who suffer in the day-

light of clear conviction, than among the more deeply tried who

in doubt and darkness have striven to feel out a great mystery,

and in their very failure have '

purified the terror and the pity
'

of awe- struck humanity. A martyr for a great and recog-

nised truth is not the best central figure of a tragedy in the
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highest and proper sense. The Antigone is therefore not a very

great tragedy, though it is a mist briUiant and beautiful

dramatic poem. The very opening scene brings out the some-

what hard and determined character of the heroine, in con-

trast to her weaker sister. As the chorus hints,i she had

inherited this fierce nature from her father. But the fatal

eft'ects of the ancestral curse on the house of (Edipus, though

often alluded to, are no moving force in the drama. The

chorus appears in the parodos unconscious of the plot,

and sings a beautiful ode on the deUvery of Thebes, rele-

vant enough to the general subject, but not bearing on the

real interest of the play ;
and this remark may be applied to

all the following choral odes, which with much lyric beauty

celebrate subjects akin to the action, but outside it. The

decree against Polynices' burial is then formally announced by

Creon, when one of the watchmen enters, a very striking and

well-conceived character, whose vulgar selfishness and low

cowardice seem meant as the opposite extreme in human nature

to the heroine. The homely and somewhat comic vein in which

he speaks may indeed be shocking to dignified French imi-

tators of classic suff'ering, but affords an interesting parallel

to the contrasts so affectingly introduced in the greatest

English tragedies. The reader will not have forgotten the nurse

Kilissa in ^schylus' Chocphori. Then follows the brilliant

narrative of the capture of Antigone, and her interrogation by
Creon. She here shows no vestige of fear or of quailing, and

even Ismene braves death, though harshly checked and even

insulted by her more masculine sister. The chorus suggests

that Creon's son was betrothed to the princess, yet does not press

the point, but upon her sentence sings the woes of the Labda-

kidse, and the horrors of an ancestral taint. The appearance of

Haemon is a point of deep interest, and has been treated by

V. 471 : StjAoT rb yevvTifi.^ uifxbv 6| ufj-ov Trarphs

T^s Kai56s' itKiiv 5' ovK iTriffTarai kukois.

I quote these words to justify myself against the able criticism of Mr.

Evelyn Abbott on the parallel argument concerning Antigone in my Soa'al

Life in Greece. I cannot but sympathise deeply with his enthusiastic

reading of the character in the Journal of Philology, vol. viii. pp. I, sq.
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the poet in a very peculiar way. The young prince argues the

policy of Creon to be a mistaken public policy, and cites the

general murmuring of discontent against it, all the while con-

cealing his own strong personal interest in Antigone. Creon

and the chorus both see through the young man's mind, the one

by repeatedly taunting him as Antigone's advocate, the other,

upon his angry exit, singing a famous ode on the powers of

Eros, which is not directly suggested by the preceding dia-

logue.^

It seems likely that to the Athenian public of that day

any pleading of Hsmon's on the ground of love would be

thought unseemly and undignified, until Euripides had taught

them that even on the stage art must not ignore nature. Still

more remarkable is the absence of any allusion to Haemon
in the long commos sung by Antigone and the chorus, as she

passes across the stage, on the way to her tomb. For she

complains bitterly of the loss of bridal song and nuptial bliss,

as every dying Greek maiJen did, thus exactly reversing the

notions of modern delicacy. A modern maiden would have

lamented the separation from her lover, but certainly not the

loss of the dignity and the joys of the married state. The
comrnos of Antigone has been criticised from another point

of view, as unworthy of the brave and dauntless character

of the heroine. It is thought unnatural that she who had

deliberately chosen death for the sake of duty, should shrink

and wail at its approach. But sound critics have justly

"Epws, &s if t' avSpdcTi iriimis

%s iv fjia\aKa7s irapeiais

vfaviSos ivuvxfveis,

(poiras 5' inrepirSvTios fv t' aypovS/JiOis av\dii'

Kai ff' ovT^ adavdrcvv (j)v^i/j.os oiiSels

oIj6' a/uepi'oiv fV" audpunrwv, 6 5' eX""' ue'/U'?''*''.

(TV Kal SiKaiiiiv aS'iKovs

(ppfvas irapaanas iirl AaiySo!'

all Kal rdSt vf^Kos afSpSiv

ViKa 8' iva.py))s ^\f(papo)V Xyaoos fvAfttrpov

vvficpas, raiv /xeydKwv oux' ira^eSpos

6i<TixSiv. &fj.axos yap 4;u.iral(^ei 6fhs 'A(ppoSlra.
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vindicated this as a human feature, though a weakness, and

therefore more interesting and affecting than its absence or

contradiction. In my opinion there is even yet a lack of

humanity in the character, and I should be sorry to see this

very interesting passage condemned. But I confess that the

counter revulsion from quailing and fear to a bold facing of

death, such as Euripides has painted it in his Iphigenia, appears

to me not only nobler but more natural. For it is impossible to

escape the suggestion in the Antigone that her bold defiance of

Creon was ostentatious, and that it breaks down in the face of the

awful reality.' I would further call attention to the remarkably

unsympathetic and cold attitude of the chorus, who far from

being
' ideal spectators,' or even *

accomplices,' look on with re-

spectful but heartless tears, and offer such cold comfort to An-

tigone, that her complete isolation affects the spectator with the

deepest pity. Nowhere (I think) does the chorus declare for

the laws of religion and humanity against the arbitrary voice of

the tyrant. The entrance of Teiresias marks the commencement

of the TrepnTETEta, or catastrophe, and his character is conceived,

as in the (Edipus Rex, to be that of a noble and gloomy

prophet. Biit the poet does not fail to put sceptical sneers in

the mouths of his opponents. As soon as Teiresias has passed

off with his threatening prophecy, the chorus in alarm warn

Creon of his danger, and the tyrant is made to change his

mind and pass from obstinacy to craven cowardice, with a sud-

denness only to be excused because this character excites no

interest, and must have wearied us had its changes been treated

in detail. The catastrophe of the deaths of Antigone and

Hsemon, which reminds us of the end of Romeo and Juliet, is

followed by that of Eurydice, the wife of Creon. The lamen-

tations of the tyrant, which the spectator views rather with

satisfaction than with pity, conclude the play.

' Yet I am not sure—and this is a great heresy
—that Sophocles

thought of more than the immediate situation when he composed this

commos. I will show other instances by and bye, where he seems to have

sacrificed consistency of character distinctly for the sake of dwelling upon
an affecting situation, and writing affecting poetry. This is a vice gene-

rally attributed to Euripides. I think we can show it to exist no less in

Sophocles ;
cf. below, pp. 291, 310.

A^..
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This is the drama which has not only struck ancient critics as

one of the greatest works of its great author,' but which has fas-

cinated modern taste more than any other remnant of Greek

tragedy. This latter effect is easily understood, for in the first

place the conflicting interests are easily comprehended, and in-

volve no mystery, and secondly, the whole play turns on strictly

human interests and actions, and is absolutely devoid of any
interference of the gods, which must be foreign to the modern

stage. The conflict of liberty against despotism became in fact

the dominant idea of the last century, and thus men turned with

interest to the old Greek expression of the same conflict. But

long before this, the subject was treated by Euripides in a lost

tragedy, in which the love of Hjemon and Antigone was not

handled with the coldness and reserve of the Periclean age.^

Then came a celebrated paraphrase or imitation by the Roman

Attius, which is said to have suggested some points even

to Vergil. The treatment of the story in Seneca's T/iebais,

a tragedy of which most is preserved, and in Statius' epic

poem of the same title, is quite independent of Sophocles,

Polynices' wife, Argia, shares Antigone's heroism, and neither

expresses the least fear of death show^n by the greater and more

natural Antigone of the Greek poet. These inferior works were

unfortunately the models of most of the French imitators.

There was, however, an old French translation by Baif, in 1573.

Gamier in 1580, Rotrou in 1638, and d'Assezan in 1686

brought out Antigoiies based upon Sophocles and all the Roman
versions of the story, with features added not only from Euri-

pides' P/tce?iiss(B, but from the weak sentimentality of the

French stage. No antique subject was more certain to attract

AWeri, with his monomaniac hate of tyranny and tyrants. But

his Antigone (1783), though a bold attempt to reintroduce sim-

•

Strangely enough, there was an opinion abroad in old times that it

was spurious, being really the work of lophon, and not of Sophocles. I

can hardly fancy this opinion e: isting without some definite evidence.

We only have it in a passage published in Cramer's Anecdota, and without

reasons.
"^ Cf. Euripides, frag. 157 sq., and the remarks of Aristophanes (the

grammarian) in his preface to Sophocles' Antigone.
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plicity into his subject, is evidently based upon the French

travesties of the play, and of course the relations of Harmon

and Antigone come into the foreground. His play is forcible,

but monotonous, as he fails in all those delicate touches, and

various contrasts of character, in which Sophocles, with a,ll

his sirapHcity, abounds. Marmontel's libretto for ZingareUi's

opera (1790) seems to have excited little attention. A prose

version of the legend by Ballanche (1814) is apparently very

popular and highly esteemed in France.

The taste of the present century has fortunately reverted to

the pure art of Sophocles, and in 1844 a peculiar attempt was

made, with the aid of Mendelssohn's noble music, to reproduce

the Greek Antigone in a form approaching the original perform-

ance. But, in my opinion, this revival is a complete failure, not

only from the character of the music, which would have been

to a modern audience intolerable, had it been Greek, but on

account of the modern playing of the parts, in which a quantity

of action was introduced quite foreign to the antique stage. Of

the English versions that of Mr. Plumptre is not only the most

recent, but the best.

§ 187. A certain general resemblance leads us to consider the

Electra next in order. The relation of the heroine to her sister

Chrysothemis is very similar to that of Antigone and Ismene.

There is also the same hardness in both heroines, a hardness

amounting to positive heartlessness in Electra, who, when she

hears her brother within murdering his and her mother, actually

calls out to him to strike her again (v. 1415)- This revolting

exclamation, and, indeed, the easy way in which matricide is

regarded all through the play, contrasts strongly with the far

deeper, more human, and more religious conception of ^s-

chylus' Choephori, and reduces the Electra as a tragedy to a far

lower level. In fact, here as elsewhere, Sophocles has sacri-

ficed the tragedy for the sake of developing a leading character.

He desires to fix the sympathy of the spectator on Electra and

Orestes. He therefore treats the command of Apollo as an

absolute justification of the crime, and puts out of sight the

dread Eumenides, with their avenging horrors. This is dis-

tinctly the old epic view of the matter, more than once

VOL. I. u
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suggested in the Odyssey, in contrast to the conception of

Stesichorus, and perhaps other lyric poets, with whom the notion

of blood-guiltiness, and the necessity of purification for sin,

became of primary importance, and who served as a model for

^Eschylus. Thus here also Sophocles was truly Homeric, but

may be held to have made a retrograde step in the deeper his-

tory of morals. There are, moreover, many Euripidean features

in the play. The angry wranglings of his characters, which

occur often in Sophocles, are by most critics forgotten, when

they come to censure his successor. There is also not a

little inconsistency in the effusiveness of the heroine on re-

cognising her brother, an effusiveness which amounts to folly,

and her stern repression of words when ^gisthus desires to

plead for his life. This inconsistency was admitted, I venture

to think, on account of the seductive lyrical opportunity offered

by the scene of recognition. The same weakness is still more

obvious when a pathetic lament is uttered by Electra over the

unreal ashes of her brother, which the spectator, who is aware

of the truth, admires but cannot hear with any real pity. But

the speech was too affecting to be omitted. '

' vv. 1 1 26-60 : i> <pL\TdTov ixvrjixilov avOpdirwy efiol

tf/uX'JJ 'Opetrroi; Konr6v, Sis c' dir' iKirl^uv

ohx SiVTzep i^fwe/xTTOv eiVeSelcijUTji'.

vvy /xfv yap oiiSiv uVTa PaffTa^w x^po^^'t

d6fia)V Se o"', & ira?, \afXTrphv e|€7re;Ui|/' iyci

&s &ipe\ov Trdpoidev fKAine'ii' $iov,

•wpXv is ^evrjv ffe yaiav ^KTrifjo^iai x^poTv

KXfi^affa ToivZe Kavaffdiffacrdai <p6vov,

(iirws Baviiv (Keicro tt; to^' rj/ufpa,

Tvfx^ov irarpcfov KOivhv eiAr/xois /j.fpos.

vvv 8' e'/crbs otKcav Kairl yris 6.W7)s <pvyh.s

KaKccs a-rrcoKov, (Trjs KaaiyvriTTis Sixa
•

Koi/r' ip (pikaiffi x^pc^i^ V TaKaif' iy^
"~

Xovrpois (t' iK6(rixri(x' oVre waij.<p\eKTOv irvphs

aveiXS/nriv, ws uk6s, ddAiop fidpos.

aW' ev leVaio-i X^P"'^ Kr]5evde\s rd\as

(T/xiKphs irpo(T7iKeis uyKos eV afxiKpcp kvth.

oifioi rdKatva rrjs ifiris irdKai Tpo(pris

avco(pe\riTov, Tyjv iyuj 6d/x' afxcpl trol

TT6vcf) y\vKU Ttapiaxov. odre ydp irure
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I cannot fancy ^schylus thus utilising an artificial situa-

tion. It is the victory of sentiment over greater and nobler

interests, and in this Sophocles, and not Euripides, marks the

rise of a new epoch
—an epoch like that opened by RafTaelle

and by Weber in other arts, where the master is still great, but

is the author of a rapid and melancholy decay into sentimen-

talism. The attitude of the chorus differs notably from that

of the Antigone. It is the confidant and helper of the king's

children, and takes an active part in the progress of the play.

But for this very reason, the choral odes, which are strictly

to the point, are lyrically very inferior to the beautiful poems
inserted in the Antigone. It is remarkable that while ^schylus
never mentions Mycenae, and lays the scene of his ChoepJwri

at Argos, Sophocles, more accurately, makes Mycense his scene,

and in the opening even describes the relative positions of the

two cities
;
but I am at a loss, though personally familiar with

the country, to find the point of view from which the old

pedagogue and Orestes approach it, and should ,not be sur-

prised if this were one of the instances of geographical inac-

curacy with which Strabo charges both Sophocles and Euri-

pides.' I suppose the recent reassertion of Mycenae, by the

appearance of its citizens in the Persian war, must have made
its name momentarily prominent in the youth of Sophocles,

/itTjTpby oi 7' ^aQa. fiaWov fj kol/jlov (piKos

oijO' ot Kar' oIkov ijffav, o\A' iyiii Tpo(p6s
'

iyw 5' a5eA.<^7; aol TrpocrrivSuixrjv aei.

vvv 5' iK\€\QLiTe tout' iv 7)fi4pa fiia

0av6vTi a'vv aoi. irdvra yap crvvaptrdaas

QviXK' hirais ^eQriKas. otx^Tai Trarrip
•

reOvTiK' eydi aoi
•

cppovSos avrhs el Oavdi/

yfXcocri 5' i-)(0poi
"

fxaiverai S'
i(p'' ijSov^s

fi7]TTip d/jLrjTwp, r)S ifjLol crv iroWaKis

^fl/JLas \d9pa, TrpovTrefiires as ^avovfievos

Ttfj-wphs avr6s. aWa TaC9' 6 Svarvxvs

SaifMoiv 6 (t6s t€ Ka/xhs f^acpeiXero,

8s (/ aJSe fiOL iTpov-Kiixi\if:V
avrl (piXTaTTjs

fiopcprjs irnoSdp Te /cal ffKiay avci)<pe\v.

o'ifiot uoi.

' Cf. on frag. 530.

U 2
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and before ^schylus brought out his Orestean trilogy.' Tlie

scene of the drama must, therefore, have been determined

by the local politics of the day, which would put forwardi

Mycenae, if Argos and Athens were at variance. But this is

a mere conjecture. The critics have animadverted upon the

anachronism of representing Orestes as killed at the Pythian

games, but there is surely no sense in the objection. Almost

all the games in Greece were ascribed to mythical, nay, even

to divine founders, and to assign to any of them a late and

historical origin would have offended Greek taste. About the

beauty of the narrative there can be no question. It is remark-

able that Sophocles reverses the order of the murders, and

makes Clytemnestra suffer before ^gisthus, an arrangement
which destroys the awful climax in the Choephori

—
indeed, when

the mother has been sacrificed little interest remains about her

paramour. The French critics are almost indignant at the

idea of a king on the stage, who only comes in to die. But of

course his death is necessary to the piece, and if Sophocles did

not require him as a character, he shows true and great art in

only introducing him when necessary. A perfect library has

been Avritten on the three Eledras of the three Greek poets,

generally with the object of detracting from ^schylus, and still

more from Euripides, to extol Sophocles. The reader has

already seen how false such an estimate is towards ^schylus.
I shall not enter upon the Electra of Euripides till we have

become acquainted with that poet in the course of the present

history.

' All the critics follow Pausanias in assuming that Mycenae remained

independent up to 468 B.C., and that the ffvvoiKi(r/j.6s of this and other

town.s by Aigos took place, through fear of Sparta, after the Persian wars.

I cannot conceive this policy to have arisen so late, and believe the auto-

nomy, and perhaps even the existence, of Mycenae to have ceased at latest

when Argos became great undei Pheidon, about a century earlier. My
views were published in the fifth number of FIer7nathcna, and ultimately

converted Dr. ScliHcmann, as I had predicted that no fifth century remains

would be foimd in his e.Kcavation>i. He has translated my article in the

French edition of his Mycenm. The evidence he has produced points to a

very old dertruciion of the cily, perhaps even at the time of the Doric

invasion.
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Let us now pass to the imitations of the stor)?, or the im-

provements attempted upon it, in subsequent times. There can

be httle doubt that there were several Roman versions, Cicero

speaks of two, Suetonius alludes to them, and so evidently does

Vergil,when using in a simile the
'

Agamemnonius scenis agitatus

Orestes.' But none of them have survived. The Orestes ridi-

culed by Juvenal may have been a mere fiction, but the choice

of this title proves the popularity of the subject. In the i6th

century, there was a translation by L. Baif. But in 1 708, Crebil-

lon brought out his Electra, a play which introduced a series of

love affairs between Orestes, Electra, and a son and daughter of

yEgisthus, fabricated for the purpose. These novelties, together

wi.h storms and other adventures, so complicated and changed

the play, that the author could fairly boast his own originality,

and proclaim that he had taken nothing from Sophocles, whom
he had never read. Passing by the now unknown work of

Longepierre in 17 19, we come to Voltaire's Oi-este (1750), which

is said to owe it a good many thoughts. Some of Crebillon's

inventions are also adopted, but the main novelty is the ex-

citement produced by the dangers which Orestes encounters in

attaining his vengeance. For greater detail upon this and suc-

ceeding efforts, the reader should consult the history of French

Literature in connection with the drama of Sophocles in M.

Patin's admirable sketch.* He has forgotten to mention how

closely the Athalie in Racine's celebrated play has been copied

from Sophocles' Clytemnestra. The very device of a disturb-

ing dream is employed to rouse Athalie's fears, and Joas stands

to her in a similar relation to that of Orestes and Clytemnestra.

The famous Orestes of Alfieri was of course based on Cre-

billon and Voltaire
; indeed, we know that the poet's very de-

fective education did not then permit him to read a Greek play

in the original. As was his habit, he simplifies the plot, and

gets rid of all superfluous characters
;
but the great strain he

keeps up, and the monotony of his speakers, make it a tedious

play to read. He is noted as having been the first to paint the

quarrels and the remorse of the adulterous pair, and with his

usual hatred of tyrants, he makes ^gisthus weep with terror

'

Sophode, pp. 366, sq.
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when he finds he must die. There are several later versions,

up to the Orestie of Alexandre Dumas.

§ 1 88. We may take up the TracJdnice next, because its

heroine—the only other extant heroine in Sophocles
—stands

in marked and pleasant contrast to those we have just discussed.

As to the date of the play, it is agreed that it comes either very

early or very late in the poet's career. The differences from

the other plays, and supposed inferiority, are the grounds which

have led to this opinion. Some have even declared it spurious,

and the work of lophon, or some other weaker hand. It is

impossible to decide the dispute about its age, though its

genuineness must certainly be asserted. On the whole, I rather

incline to place it as the earliest extant work of Sophocles.
There seems a certain hesitation in the author, who desires to

make Deianira the protagonist, and yet chooses a myth of

which Heracles is necessarily the central figure. Thus there

are two distinct catastrophes
—that of the heroine, which is first

in interest, but is treated as a mere incident
;
and that of the

hero, who is absent during all the action, but whose death

forms the solemn conclusion of the play. It almost seems to

me as if the poet were feeling his way to making the character

of a woman the prominent feature of the play, and yet afraid to

do so without weaving in another catastrophe, afraid also to

entitle his play (like his Antigone and YX^oXxd) Deianira. It is

the only extant play of Sophocles which takes its name from

the chorus, and when we reflect that at least one half of

^schylus' plays are so named, while less than one-third of

Sophocles'
—and mostly satirical plays

—follow this rule, we

may draw another slight argument in favour of its early date,

before the poet had abandoned, perhaps, the ^schylean fashion

of calling his plays after their most important feature— the chorus.

Again, as the Philoctetes, which shows no sign of weakness or

failure, appeared in 409, and the poet did not survive the year

405, it seems very strange that so rapid a decadence should

take place in these years, in which no tradition mentions any

play but the CEdipiis at Colonus. Internal evidence from style

has been freely employed by the advocates of both opinions,

but is in any case, by itself, of little worth. The character of
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Deianira can only be compared with that of Tecmessa, a

second-rate character in the AJax, and dififers completely from

the poet's so-called heroines. But there is the deepest pathos
in his drawing of a feeble, patient wife, ever widowed afresh

for weary months, and now too exiled from her home and

seeking in vain for tidings of her husband. His enforced

absence (to atone for a homicide), his careful disposition of his

afiairs before he departed, and the vague voice of old oracles,

all conspire to fill her heart with sorrow and despondency.
The aged nurse suggests the sending out of Hyllus to obtain

news, and after a short dialogue, in which he repeats the vague

reports of his father's return to Euboea, and his mother cites

with fear the threatening oracles about this very place, the

chorus of Trachinian maidens enters, and in a very beautiful

ode to Helios, prays for tidings of the wandering hero. De-

ianira's weariness of life saddens her first address to the chorus,

whose virgin days of security she envies, while she reflects on

the cares of married life.
'

Then comes a self-appointed messenger, who has hurried

in advance of Lichas, and tells her of Heracles' victory, and the

momentary delay of the herald, who presently enters with the

spoils and slaves from Qichalia, and gives his account to De-

ianira. But she is chiefly struck by the beauty of a fair captive,

concerning whose history and parentage she inquires, both from

Lichas, who answers evasively, and from the girl herself, who

preserves absolute silence. Nothing can exceed the tender-

ness and grace of this passage.^ It contrasts strongly with

' VV. I4O-50 : Treirvafj.evrj fiiv, tls cracp'' iiKaaai, irapei

iradrifxa tovjxSv
•

oos 5 iyw QufiocpBopH

HVr' iKfj.d.dois TraBovaa, vvv 8" aweipos el.

rh yap ved^ov iv roioTaSi ^offKerat

Xi^poKTLV auTOv, Kai viv 01) dd.\wos Oeov,

ov5 bfxPpos, ovSe irvev/j.d.Tcui' ovSku KAove7,

oAA r/Sovals ^fioxOoi/ i^aipei ^iov

is Tovd', etoy tis avrl irapOivov yvv^

K\ridrj, Ao/Sj; t' eV vvktI (ppovriSoov fj.4pos.

This sentiment reappears in frag. 517 of the poet, and also in

Euripides.
» VV. 294-334.
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the imperious harshness of Clytemnestra to the captive Cassan-

dra, and may possibly have been composed with this inten-

tion. But the first messenger, who has heard the gossip of the

town, and is eager to make himself important, comes forward

again, as soon as Lichas has entered the palace, and with that

love of telling bad news which infects the lower classes, informs

the queen of the real truth about lole. The scene in which
Deianira extracts the confirmation of the report from the un-

willing Lichas, when he reappears, is one of the finest in the

tragedy. The largeness of heart with which the wife treats her

husband's passion for another woman is far more splendid
than the heroism of harder Avomen on matters that cannot

touch them so deeply.
' We must remember that we are read-

ing of Greek heroic times and manners, when such license

was freely accorded to princes, and when the attachment to

lole, though a great hardship to the wife, would never have

been regarded as a breach of good morals. When, therefore,

some critics have sought the tragic justice of the play in

Heracles' punishment for conjugal faithlessness, they have

merely talked irrelevant nonsense. There is no finer conclusion

of a fine scene than the chorus which follows, and which

describes the desperate conflict of Heracles for the possession
of this very Deianira, who is now slighted and forgotten.

Then follows the hasty resolve of the wife to recover her hus-

band by the potent charm of Nessus' garment, her fear and

forebodings when she finds, after it is sent, that the wool with

which she had laid on the unguent had been consumed when
heated by the sun. She anticipates the whole catastrophe, and
is now as clear sighted as she was formerly dull of inference.

Then comes the terrible news by Hyllus, and his fierce accusa-

tion of his mother, who rushes in tlie silence of desperate resolve

from the stage. After an interrupting chorus, her death-scene

is affectingly described, so affectingly as almost to rival the death

of Alcestis in Euripides.

' Elle ne s'irrite ni contre sa rivale ni contre Thomme qui la trahit : sa

douleur est celle d'line epouse, et non pas d'une amante, et cette nuance,

qu'on a peine i exprimer, est indiquee par le po^te avec une exquise deli-

catfisse.— Patin, Sophocle, p. 73'
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Here the main interest in the piece ends for modems ; and

I may observe, before passing on, that it is hardly creditable to

the critics that they have not better appreciated so noble and

natural a character. Deianira is a woman made to suffer and

to endure, who submits to a hard fate with patience and sweet-

ness, but whose love is strong, and will not waver with the

rudest shocks. When she sees a growing beauty brought into

the home in which years and anxieties have caused her own

charms to decay, she has recourse to a remedy ordinary in

those days, and approved by the maidens who befriend her.

And yet this device of the gende, uncomplaining wife lets

loose 'a terrific agency which robs all Greece of its greatest

benefactor, and the human race of its proudest hero. The

oracle must indeed be fulfilled
;
Heracles must die, but with

what tragic irony ! The wretched worker of the catastrophe

wanders for a while through the house, amazed, aimless, heart-

broken, bursting into tears at every familiar face and object,

then with sudden resolve she bares her side, and strikes the

sword into her heart !

But among the ancients, the official catastrophe, the lyrical

wailing of Heracles, his wrestling with agony, and final victory,

his calm review of his life—all this was far more celebrated and

striking. Such lyrical dialogues, when the excited actor spoke
in turn with the chorus, were highly prized on the Greek stage,

and were a leading feature in most tragedies. Cicero '

gives us

a version ofthe agony of Heracles, and there are many modem
French versions. Seneca and Ovid have reproduced the

story, but have altogether missed the delicacies of Sophocles'

treatment. Among French imitators by far the best was

Fe'nelon, who has given a very elegant prose version in his

I'elemaqne. All the rest, for want I suppose of both taste and

knowledge of Greek, followed Seneca's travesty.

§ 189. The CEdipus Tyrannus, which serves as a sort of canon

in tlie Poetic of Aristotle, has been placed by the scholiasts, and

by most modern critics, at the very summit of Greek tragic art,

and certainly dates from the best period of Sophocles' literary

life. But when some exercise their ingenuity in suggesting
' Tusc. ii. 8-9.
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that the opening scene was painted from the horrors of the

plague at Athens, and that by (Edipus the poet means to con-

vey the failure of Pericles, and his melancholy death, they seem

to have actually found the one impossible date for the play. The

Lacedaemonians, in opening the war, had demanded from Athens

the exile of Pericles, as blood-guilty through his ancestors in the

massacre of the Kylonians, and had affected to make the refusal

their casus belli. To bring out the (Edipus^ when this demand,
and the plague which shortly after ensued, were still fresh in

men's minds, would not only have been a profound disloyalty to

the Athenian cause, and a justification of Sparta, but a direct

personal attack on the memory of Pericles. We know that

Sophocles, of all Athenians, was most free from personal ani-

mosities, and we have also reason to think he was a friend of

Pericles. This period, therefore, of the poet's life is the only
one at which the CEdipiis cannot have been brought out

It may perhaps rather be referred to an earlier period, when

sceptical opinions, and especially a contempt of oracles, came

into fashion with the rising generation during the supremacy of

Athens. The maral lesson conveyed is distinctly the im-

portance of oracles and prophecies, which interpret to men
the secret and inexplicable ways of Providence, and the awful,

nay, to us disproportionate, vengeance which ensues upon their

neglect. This apparent injustice is even vindicated as being

the necessary course of the world appointed by its ruler, Zeus
—in fact, by an appeal to religious, as distinguished from

moral, laws.

The progress of the play is so well known that I will only

notice its perfections and defects from a critical point of view.

Nothing can be nobler and more natural than the opening

dialogue of CEdipus ana the priest, and in this, and the short

scene when Creon appears with the answer of the oracle, the

character of Cbldipus, as an able, benevolent, but somewhat

self-conscious man, is laid clearly before us. The old objec-

tion, why the murder of Laius had never been before investi-

gated, may be coupled with another, why the plague had

been so long delayed, seeing that the cause of it existed since

QCdipus had come to Thebes. These difficulties are, however,
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not objections to the play, but to the supposed antecedents

of the play, though they are real objections. Sophocles
would probably have answered them by saying that he

sought a dramatic situation in which to develop the character

of his hero, and that he despised such inquiries into an-

tecedent probabilities. But unnatural assumptions cannot

enter a work of art with impunity, and nature will avenge
herself upon the artist, however great, as we shall see in

the sequel of this very play. The choral hymn to Apollo, as

the healer, which follows, is among the finest of Sophocles'

choral odes. Indeed, if we except the second CEdiptis, the

choruses of this play are much grander than is usual with

Sophocles ;
and this is attributable to the character of the

chorus, which here, if anywhere, is the ideal spectator, though
not without some touches of vulgar complaisance.^ But the

principal character maintains an importance so much higher
than in Sophocles' other plays, that the chorus assumes the purer

function of observing the action, rather than that of encouraging
or deprecating the hero's sentiments.

Passing by the imprecation scene, which has greatly benefited

by Ribbeck's transposition of a few lines,^ we come to the unwil-

hng appearance of Teiresias, the impatience of CEdipus, and a

consequent angry wrangle, in which the outspokenness of the

prophet seems to me a great flaw in a play so much admired for

the gradual development of the plot. Teiresias tells him so ex-

plicitly that he is the murderer of Laius, and is the husband of

his mother, that a man who knew his Corinthian parentage was

doubtful, that an oracle had predicted to him these very crimes,

and that he had committed a homicide, could not but hit upon
the truth. In fact he does so presently at a far less obvious sug-

gestion of locasta's. The excuse for this defect is, I suppose,

that CEdipus was in a rage when Teiresias discloses the facts,

and that his rage makes him perfectly blind. But this seems

quite too artificial an answer to the objection, though it has been

urged as a subtle psychological point, that the same man who
cannot perceive the plainest indications in the heat of dispute,

' Cf. Patin, Sophocle, p. 183.
 vv. 252-72 before v. 246 ; cf. Bernhardy, LG, iii. p. 355>
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when he calms down, fastens on a trivial detail in friendly con-

versation, and starting from it, unravels for himself the whole

mystery. The spectator is hurried on by the angry violence

of QEdipus, who turns accuser instead of defendant, and

roundly charges both Teiresias and Creon with being the real

murderers of Laius, and accomplices in seeking to oust

from the kingdom its rightful lord. But surely here the

antecedent improbabilities assert themselves with irrefragable

force. If the murder of Laius and the present events were in-

deed twenty years apart, the charge of Oedipus becomes

ridiculous. The ambitious claimants for the throne murder

Laius, and then rest silent for twenty years, when they vamp up
a charge of the murder against his long-established successor !

The matter will not bear the light of common sense, unless we

conceive the murder followed closely by the accession of CEdipus,

the plague, and the threatening oracle. But here the legend

which gives time for the birth of four children seems to interpose

an impassable barrier. The important tragic point to be noted

in this dispute is that the violence of CEdipus, and especially

his sneers at the venerable and respected soothsayer, are meant

to palliate our sense of horror at the extremity of his punishment.

The same may be said of Iccasta, whose feeble and shallow

scepticism is with great skill represented by the poet as failing

in the hour of terror and of need. Her account of the death

of Laius, intended to soothe CEdipus, is so framed as to stir up
his deepest mind with agitation, and that, too, by means of an

apparently trifling detail. Even though the plain speaking of

Teiresias had more than prepared us, this passage is of the

greatest dramatic beauty. Indeed, these double confidences of

the husband and wife form a scene which has perhaps not been

equalled of its kind. The result is now plain before Oedipus'

mind, yet he and locasta cling to the faint hopes arising

from false details of the murder. It is very remarkable that

the chorus, here rising above the special situation, sings a

solemn ode '

upon the insolence and folly of scepticism,

and the decay of belief in the old tenets of religion. At its

close locasta appears, bearing suppliant oflerings to the god
' vv. S60-910.
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whose oracles she has just despised, but to whom she turns in

dismay at the mental agony of her husband, for which she can

find no remedy.
The appearance of the messenger announcing the death

of Polybus comes too late in the play, and the sudden return of

QLdipus to confidence on this point is strange. He had long

ago doubted his alleged origin, and the previous course of

the play had so confirmed these doubts, that his easy accep-

tance of the solution is not natural, and is a flaw in the work.

At an earlier period, and just after the warnings of Teiresias,

we may fancy such a delay in the catastrophe better placed.

But the intention of the poet is here to approach the second

crime of CEdipus, his incestuous marriage, and he approaches
it with the somewhat ridiculous fears of CEdipus that he

may unwittingly marry the aged Merope, whom he knows

perfectly well. This leads to the final explanation of his

birth, and presently of the details of his father's murder,
which the Corinthian messenger, the aged shepherd, and the

king discover in a dialogue of awful and breathless interest. I

will only notice from the end of the play that the character of

Creon is that of a calm and just ruler, far different from his

figure in the Antigone, and also that in his lamentations

CEdipus lays great and natural stress on the indelible stain

which adheres to his daughters, and which will make their

marriage impossible—a consideration never mentioned, I think,

in the Atitti^one. This proves, if it be necessary to prove it, the

complete independence of these plays, which critics are always

citing in connection, when they discuss the characters of

Sophocles, and wish to explain the unresolved harshness of his

morality. The concluding scene with his infant daughters is

very affecting, but thoroughly Euripidean, and may be intended

to introduce the softer element of pity where terror too much

predominates.

Indeed, the whole play is a terrible exhibition of the iron

course of Fate, which ensnares even great and good men in

its adamantine chains, and ruins the highest human prosperity
with calm omnipotence. There can be no crime urged against

CEdipus and his parents but the neglect of oracles, > r an
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attempt to evade them, and it is evidently this scepticism or

carelessness whicli brings upon them consequences too horrible

to bear. I do not think that the haughtiness of CEdipus
—a

feature which the Greeks did not consider inconsistent with an

ideal character—has any direct relation to the catastrophe, and

the homicide was evidently regarded not as an act of violence,

but of fair retaHation, imtil the person of the victim throws

a horrible complexion over the act, and makes it a hideous

crime. After all, OEdipus is a noble man mocked by an awful

destiny ;
he suffers without adequate evil desert

;
and the lesson

of the play is not that of confidence in the final result of a

great moral struggle, but rather ofawe and despair at the possible

cruelties of an arbitrary and irresponsible Fate.

It may have been this grave objection, it may have

been its orthodoxy, or it may have been the defects of plot

above noticed, which caused its defeat by a play of Philocles,

or brought out by Philocles, the nephew of yEschylus,
at the same time. Subsequent criticism has reversed this

decision. Not only is the very name of Philocles' play for-

gotten, but the scholiasts and other critics express their wonder

at the bad taste of the Athenian public, and exhaust themselves

in praise of the CEdipus Tyramms. Seneca spoilt it in a

rhetorical version. Among the moderns, both Corneille (1659)

and Voltaire composed plays on this subject, not to speak of

inferior attempts. Corneille added amorous and poetical in-

trigues, and borrowed rather from Seneca than from Sophocles.

Voltaire degraded it into a formal attack on the justice and wis-

dom of the gods
—in fact, a vehicle for the scepticism which he

preached. Many faults of economy in his play, which dis-

satisfied him as an
. early and crude production, have been

noticed by his own Lcttres. The CEdipus of Dryden and Lee,

given in 1679, is one of the few adaptations of the Greek drama

upon the English stage; Lacroix's translation (1858) has just

been reproduced in Paris. Dryden's play does not avoid any of

the faults of the French stage
—

pompousness, needless complica-

tion, irrelevant love affairs, false rhetoric—and is, moreover, said

to have added some of those to be found in his own country.

§ 190. A very different picture is presented to us by the
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(Edipus at Colonus, wherein the poet, probably in later years,

seems to have softened and purified the figure of the deeply

injured hero by a noble and dignified end. We know that the

play was not exhibited till four years after Sophocles' death, and

tradition speaks of it as the last composed by the old man ;

but later critics seem more disposed to place its composition

in the best period of his life.' I hardly think their arguments,

based on its purity of metre and strength of diction, will weigh

against the current tradition, backed up by the strong feeling

of every reader from Cicero to our day, that its mildness

and sadness, nay even its weariness of life, speak the long

experience and sober resignation of an old man near the

grave. The choral odes are, however, far more brilliant and

prominent than those of the Philodetes, whose late date is un-

doubted, and indeed the chorus holds a sort of ^schylean

position in the play. The lyrical writing, especially in the

choral odes on Colonus, and on the miseries of human life, may

safely be pronounced the most perfect we possess of the poet's

remains. Nevertheless, the moral attitude of the chorus in the

action is low and selfish. Their attempt to break faith with

CEdipus, their vulgar obtrusiveness about his past history,

and the rapid change in their estimate of him, when they

find he will be useful to them—all these features mark the

vulgar public which ordinarily appears in the Greek tragic

chorus. The play may be composed with some reference to

the earUer CEdipus, at least with the intention of soften-

ing the cruel treatment of CEdipus, which is there portrayed.

Though worn out with age and suffering, there is a splendid

dignity about him, a consciousness of innocence, an oft-ex-

pressed conviction that he did all his so-called crimes un-

wittingly, and without moral guilt, and that he is justified by
the important mission assigned him by the gods

—that of pro-

' There have been endless discussions as to the date, and efforts to

deduce it from the political temper of the play, and its very friendly allu-

sions to Thebes. But according as this or that line is declared spurious,

or this or that passage interpolated, the theories vary, and the doctors

differ. The main result of the controversy is to show that no result is

attainable.
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tecting for ever the land which affords him a hallowed resting-

place. He even approaches with a surance and without fear the

dread Eumenides, whom others will scarcely name, and whose

grove men hurry by with averted face. This spiritual great-

ness separates the dying GEdipus widely from King Lear, with

whom he is often compared. But in his violent and painful

execration of his ungrateful but repentant son—a jarring chord

in the sweet harmony of the play
—he reminds us of the angry

old man in Shakespeare, though still more of his vehement

and haughty self in the (Edipus Tyranfius. But Creon is

here changed, and represented in his low and insolent type,

as in the Antigone. This heroine, also, is not consistently

drawn, and does not here manifest the strong features which

Sophocles had given her in his early play. These points show

how little the Athenian public cared to compare the plays of

different years, and how little they attached a fixed type of

character to mythic names. It was possibly on account of

these liberties that the tragic poets avoided as a rule the Iliad

and Odyssey, for in a play derived from them any marked de-

viation might, perhaps, have offended a public really familiar

with their texts.

The episode of Polynices, though it delays the main action

of the play, is singularly striking from the contrast it affords to

the position of Qidipus. Both father and son are approaching
their fate, but the father, an innocent offender, and purified by

long suffering, shines out in the majesty of a glorious sunset

after a stormy day ;
while the son, who violated his filial duties

through selfishness and hardness of heart, is pi^mptly punished

by exile
;

but even when apparently repentant, and seeking

forgiveness for his offence, the leaven of ambition and revenge
has so i)oisoned his heart, that when stricken by his father's

awful curse, he rushes upon his doom, partly in despair, partly

in contumacy, partly from vanity and a fear of ridicule :

' His honour rooted in dishonour stood, ,

And faith unfaithful kept him falsely true.'

It is this combined insincerity and desperation in Polynices

which alone can justify the violence of CEdipus' curse, and even
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so it IS a painful prelude to his solemn translation to the nether

world.

Nothing at first sight can appear to modern notions more
monotonous than the way in which Q<ldipus fixes himself to

the single spot which he will not leave, while all the other

characters pass in succession before him. But nothing could

be more pathetic or striking to the Greek mind than these

divers efforts to subdue or persuade the inflexible old man,
whom the divine curse has hardened in his wrath. The

changing scenes give endless variety to the monotony of the

situation, or rather of the main figure, whose very monotony
is his greatness, because it expresses the endurance of his

misfortunes and of his hate.^ In the finest and truest Eng-
lish reproduction of Greek tragedy

—the Samson Agonistes of

Milton—Samson, who has great points of resemblance with

GSdipus, occupies a similar fixed position, while the vari-

ous actors pass before him. The episode of Dalila takes

the place of the scene with Polynices, and brings out

the angry element in Samson. There are, however, many
other Greek plays, and many ^schylean and Euripidean
features, imitated in the Samson, though all these materials

are fused into harmony with a great poet's highest art.

The comi?ios of the sisters after his departure is the es-

sentially Greek feature of the play, which a modern writer

would omit, but which is formed closely upon the model of

the end of ^schylus' Seven against Thebes. But on the whole,
for vigour, for variety, and for poetic beauty, no play of

Sophocles exceeds this CEdipiis, and I am even disposed to

agree with those who rank it the first of his dramas. As,
however, each new critic makes this assertion about a different

play, it is idle to attempt a decision.

The essentially antique nature of the tragedy, its special

glorification of Theseus, of Athens, of Colonus, made it less fit

than others, as M. Patin observes, for modern imitation.

Nevertheless, in 1778, long after the other chefsamivreoiW^^t
Greek drama had been imitated or travestied on the French

stage, Ducis brought out his CEdipe chez Admete, a sort of com-
' Cf. Villemain, Litt, du xviii"^^ siecie, iii. p. 312.

VOL. I. X
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bination of the CEdipiis Coloneus with Euripides' Akestis, which

seems as much imitated from Ki?ig Lear as from CEdipus, and

misses the perfections of both. An abridged and altered version

appeared in 1797 under the exact title of the Greek play.

There was, moreover, an opera on the same subject, with

music by Sacchini, brought out in 1787. An imitation by
Chenier, which is not much praised by the critics, and one by
the Italian Niccolini, who translated some of vEschylus' plays,

are the most important modern attempts in this special field.

In all the French imitations the Christianity of the writers was

so shocked by the relentless cursing of Polynices by QEdipus,

that they reject this feature, and introduce a scene of forgive-

ness, which the gods, however, will not ratify. The worship of

old Greek poetry in the eighteenth century was as inaccurate as

the worship of Greek architecture. In both the results were at-

tempted without any real knowledge of the principles involved,

or of the spirit which produced every detail in strict harmony
with the original design, and for some definite purpose beyond
mere ornament.

§ 191. In variety and richness the play just considered con-

trasts strongly with the Ajax, which stands perhaps more re-

mote than any of Sophocles' works from modern notions.' If

a modern dramatist were told to compose a play upon such a

subject
—the madness of a hero from disappointed ambition,

the carnage of flocks of sheep in mistake for his rivals and

judges, his return to sanity, remorse and suicide, and a quarrel

about his funeral—he would, I suppose, despair of the materials ;

and yet Sophocles has composed one of his greatest character

plays upon it. There is no finer psychological picture than the

awakening of Ajax from his rage, liis deep despair, his firm

resolve to endure life no longer, his harsh treatment of

Tecmessa, and yet his deep love for her and his child. Even

his suicide is most exceptionally put upon the stage, for the

purpose, I think, of the most splendid monologue which

Greek tragedy affords us. He is for one day, we are told,

under the anger of Athene, and if he can escape it, he will be

' The interesting parallel of the Hercules Furens of Euripides will

come under discussion in the chapter on that poet.
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safe, and this inspires the spectator with a peculiar tragic pity,

when he sees a great hfe lost, which might so easily have been

saved. But the action of Athene is not otherwise of import-

ance in the play. She appears not at the end (as usual), but

only at the opening, and in those hard and cruel features

which are familiar to us in Homer.' Thus in this play also,

religion and morals are dissociated, no doubt unconsciously,

by the tragic poet, who sought to be a moral teacher of his

people. This momentary introduction of gods at the open-

ing and close of tragedies shows plainly the process of

humanization which was completed by Euripides, and which

made the gods a mere piece of stage machinery, tolerated

by tradition, but only to be called in when the web of human

passion required prompt and clear explication. But in old

Greek plays they furthermore performed the important tragic

service of justifying the cruel side, the iron destiny, of the

drama. They were the main agents in purifying the tei-roi'

of the spectator^ which had else been akin to despair at the

miseries entailed by necessity upon the human race.

As regards the haughty, unyielding character of Ajax, I

cannot agree with the critics that the poet meant to regard
his pride as justly punished, and meant to show that brute

force must succumb to a heroism tempered by wisdom and

forethought. This would be to assume that the Ajax of the

play was the hero of the Iliad, which is not the case.

Sophocles' Ajax is not the least wanting in refinement, or in

sensitiveness, nay, his appeal to all the calm beauty of nature

around him, in contrast to his own misery, his undisguised
lamentations and despair, show a mind which steels itself with

effort to a high resolve, and which does not possess the brute

courage of insensibility. Moreover, he consistently considers

himself unjustly treated, and would never acquiesce in the fair-

ness either of the decision of the Atridse or of the persecution

of Athene. And in this conviction he draws even the modern

spectator with him, far more the Greek public, which did not

' I am bound to say that M. Patin, an excellent critic, speaks of

Athene's language as 'grave and sublime,' and regards her as a lofty ex-

ponent of moral laws. Let the reader of the play judge between us,

X 2
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reprove self-assertion except as dangerous on account of the

jealousy of the gods. The inferiority of Odysseus in perso-
nal courage is brought out pointedly in the very first scene,
but at the same time his prudence and his favour with the

gods. His appearance at the end of the play is calm and

dignified, but having obtained a complete victory over his

rival, we feel that his generosity, though just what it ought to

be, is cheap, and consists merely in the absence ofvindictiveness.

The whole of the wrangling scene between the Atridae and

Teucer concerning the burial of Ajax, is very inferior to the

earlier part of the play, is called
'

rather comic '

by the scholiast,

and is certainly open to all the criticism brought against the

wrangling scenes in Euripides. Some critics even think it the

addition of an inferior hand to an unfinished play of Sophocles.
But this is mere random effort to save the uniform greatness of

a poet, who was known by the ancients to be unequal, and
often to sink to an ordinary level. The Atridae are drawn as

vulgar tyrants, and without any redeeming feature. It was of

course fashionable, in democratic Athens, to make every ab-

solute ruler a villain, so much so that respectable actors would

not play such ungrateful parts. The Tecmessa of the play is a

patient, loving woman, almost as tragic as Andromache, who
attracts the reader from the outset, and seems to me far more

interesting, and more natural, than the poet's fierce and wran-

gling heroines. The choral odes are not very striking, if we

except a beautiful hyporcheme to Pan.' The chorus is

throughout the confidant of Tecmessa, and by their conversa-

tions the actior; is artfully disclosed
; they are also the affec-

tionate followers of Ajax, though they do not forget that their

personal safety depends upon him. The praise of Salamis, and

the glory of a hero from whom the proudest Athenians claimed

descent, were collateral features likely to recommend the play to

an Athenian audience.

The story of the suicide of Ajax, though alluded to in

the Odyssey, when Odysseus encounters the shade of the

hero in the nether world,
'^ was borrowed by Sophocles from

the Little Iliad of Leschcs. It had already afforded ^s-
' vv. 692, sq.

-
A, 541-64.
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chylus the subject of a trilogy, in which the middle piece

described the suicide in very different terms, laying special

stress on the supposed invulnerability except in a single spot,

which his evil fate discloses to him. Sophocles, too, com-

posed a Teiikros and an Eiirysakes, but, as was his custom,

without mutual connection. No subject was more attractive

to the Greeks than this dispute of AjaJc and Odysseus.
Besides the tragedies, there were celebrated pictures of it by
Timanthes and Parrhasius, and rhetorical versions of it, such

as that alluded to in the tragedy of the rhetor Theodectes,
in Aristotle's Rhetoric^ and the countless imitations of Greek

and Roman followers. Ennius, Pacuvius, and Attius appear
to have contanmiated -^schylus with Sophocles in their ver-

sions. A fine fragment of Pacuvius' play is cited by Cicero.

Even the Emperor Augustus attempted an AJax, but told a

courtly inquirer
' that his Ajax has fallen upon the sponge.' In

Ovid's Aletamorphoses
^ there is an elegant version, and both

Horace and Juvenal allude to it as the best known of sub-

jects, both for moral and scholastic purposes.^ There was a

parody of the rhetorical exercises in the Alejiippca of Varro.

We may judge from these incomplete details, that of all the

subjects handled upon the Attic stage, none was more widely

popular among the Romans. The modern version of Sivry

(1762) is so ridiculous as to excite the amusement of even

French critics. The reader will find a sketch of it at the close

of M. Patin's admirable chapter, which I have here mainly
followed.

§ 192. We close our list with the Philodetes, in which Ger-

man critics, since the ascertainment of its date (409 B.C.), have

found marks of decaying power, which were formerly unknown,
and which would doubtless be again ignored if our information

were found incorrect. The Philoctetes is, like the Ajax and the

Antigone, essentially a drama of character
;
the interest of the

plot is nothing as compared to the study of the characters of

Philoctetes and Neoptolemus. The whole piece is Euripidean
in construction. There is indeed no proper prologue, but the,

' De Orai. ii. 46. 2 ljJj^ ^ii.

* Cf. Sat. ii. 3, 187, sq. ; Od. i. 7, 21
; ii. 4. Juvenal, Sat. xiv. 283.
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dialogue of Odysseus and Neoptolemus, in which the former

explains the object of their mission, answers the purpose. He
tells how the Greeks on their way to Troy had been obliged, at

his advice, to leave on this island of Lemnos, where the scene

is laid, the hero Philoctetes, who had been bitten by a viper

in the foot on the neighbouring isle of Chrysa, and whose

cries and execrations, as well as the disgusting nature of his

wound, made him intolerable to his friends. But now the seer

Helenus has foretold that Troy cannot fall without him and

his famous arrows of Heracles, and so Odysseus has undertaken

to bring him back. For this purpose he associates with him

the youthful Neoptolemus, who had no share in the abandon-

ment of Philoctetes, and to whom he suggests a fictitious account

of a quarrel with the Atreidae about Achilles' arms, which had

sent him home to Scyros in disgust, as a suitable means of en-

trapping Philoctetes on board, and carrying him back to Troy.

Neoptolemus protests strongly against lying, but is easily
—I

think too easily
—seduced by the prospect of the glorious con-

sequences of his deceit. Accordingly, he undertakes his part,

and, upon Odysseus retiring, is presently hailed with delight by

Philoctetes, whose den or cave he had at the opening of the

play already found, with manifest tokens of the hero's misery
and his loathsome disease. A long series of mutual con-

fidences between the heroes takes place, Neoptolemus in par-

ticular telling his father's friend all the doleful tidings of the

great heroes who had fallen before Troy. But at last he bids

him farewell, and is about to leave for his vessel, when Philoc-

tetes addresses him with a very touching appeal not to leave

him on this desolate and desert island, but to take Iiim away
to his home.

This celebrated speech, in Sophocles' best style, is one of

the great beauties of the play, but is not, I think, naturally
introduced. It was no part of Neoptolemus' scheme to seem

hard-hearted, or to treat Philoctetes as anything but an old

guest-friend, nor can we see how his assumed heartlessness,

which is with difficulty overcome by the chorus, is in any way
calculated to increase the confidence of his victim. As they
are delaying their departure, a pretended merchant comes
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to tell Neoptolemus that the Greeks have sent Phcenix and

the Tyndaridae to fetch him back, and then throws in by acci-

dent that, according to the oracle, Diomede and Odysseus
were also coming for Philoctetes. This urges the latter to

depart ;
but while returning to his den to gather some leaves

which he used as anodynes, he is overtaken by a paroxysm of

his disease, which rends him with such anguish that he sur-

renders his bow and arrows to Neoptolemus, saying that of

him he will take no oath for their safe keeping, and sinks into

deep sleep. This episode seems to have been imitated from

the Philoctetes of ^schylus. The chorus at once suggest that

they should decamp with the weapons. To this Neoptolemus
will hardly deign a reply, and presently Philoctetes revives re-

freshed, and again master of himself. Then Neoptolemus breaks

to him the news that he must go to Troy, and refuses to give him

back his bow. But he is so shaken by the powerful appeal of

Philoctetes that he is about to yield, when he is stopped by the

opportune advent of Odysseus, who immediately assumes a tone

of command, insists on carrying off Philoctetes by force, or if

not, threatens to carry his arms to Troy, and wield them himself,

or place them in the hands of Teucer. The prayers, the lamen-

tations, the execrations of Philoctetes are passionate beyond
the utterance of any other Greek hero

;
but he is not for one

moment to be shaken in his resolve, that neither by force

nor persuasion will he return to Troy. At last the others

leave him, the chorus being ordered to wait for a few mo-

ments, as the lonely man supplicates to have human company,
and despairs at another return to sohtude. Then follows the

great scene where Neoptolemus comes back, followed anxiously

by Odysseus, who exhausts arguments and threats to dissuade

him from his resolve. He has been conquered by Philoctetes'

iron constancy, and determines to give him back his arms. He
then beseeches hrni, on the ground of gratitude, to change his

purpose, and come to Troy ;
but Philoctetes, though far more

sorely tried by kindness than by fraud or force, is still absolutely
firm. Thus he finally conquers Neoptolemus, all the policy ot

Odysseus is set at naught, and the miserable suppliant in rags
and tears, whose lamentations have occupied the stage for
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many scenes, is actually leaving the island victorious, and on

the way to his home, when this conclusion, which would violate

all mythic history, is reversed by the divine interposition of

Heracles, who directs him to return to Troy, and aid in the

destruction of the city.

A more manifest character play cannot be conceived. The
hero is in rags and in misery, his lamentations have offended

ancient philosophers, as teaching unmanliness, and occupied
modern critics, as requiring justification on aesthetic grounds.

But the constancy and inflexible sternness of an unimpression-

able, blunt nature is no interesting psychological fact, nor do

we come to admire Philoctetes' heroism, till we are made fully

to feel the horror of his condition, and the despair which

filled his mind. The character of Neoptolemus has been

greatly and perhaps unduly praised. His spasmodic chivalry is

after all that of a youthful enthusiast, who spoils a great policy,

and endangers the life of a far greater hero. For it seems to

me that Odysseus is clearly intended to be the great man in

the play. An Athenian audience did not censure his duplicity

as we do, but thought it more than justified by the important

ends he had in view. No doubt many of them regarded Neo-

ptolemus as an obstinate young fool, whose misplaced gene-

rosity would have foiled a great national cause, had the gods
not miraculously interfered. I will only repeat that this play

contains most of the features objected to by the critics in

Euripides, who even speak as if the latter had invented the

knave-Odysseus, a conception probably dating from the

comedies of Epicharmus, and perhaps as old as the Cyclic

poems.
The story of Philoctetes is alluded to by Homer in the

Catalogue of the Iliad and by Pindar in his first Pythian ode, but

was taken, like many other tragedies, from the Little Iliad by

Sophocles, who seems however to have added the all-impor-

tant part of Neoptolemus. The subject had already been

handled both by yEschylus and by Euripides, the Philoctetes

even of the latter preceding that of Sophocles by more than

twenty years, for ic is ridiculed in the Acharnians of Aristo-

phanes. But both these poets had represented the island of
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Lemnos as inhabited, and the chorus was composed of the

natives, whereas Sophocles, far more poetically, though unhis-

torically, makes it a savage desert. Both, again, seem to have

represented the hero vanquished by having his arms purloined,

whereas Sophocles makes him superior even to this fierce com-

pulsion. In yEschylus Odysseus was so aged as not to be

recognised by Philoctetes
;
in Euripides, Athene had disguised

him. These and other details are given by Dion Chrysostom,
who not only compares the three works, but gives an ab-

stract of the opening scenes of Euripides' play.' It appears

manifest that in this case, at all events, Sophocles had far sur-

passed both his rivals. There were also versions by Philocles,

Antiphon, and Theodectes, and a play of Attius, founded

apparently on that of ^schylus, and of which a good many
fragments remain. Cicero cites it, and Ovid touches the story

in his Metamorphoses. Quintus Calaber not only gives us a full

account of Philoctetes at Lemnos, probably according to the

version of Euripides, but brings him to Troy, and thus to the

period handled in another play of Sophocles. In modern days,

Fenelon has an elegant prose paraphrase in his Telcmaque, re-

markable for its simplicity and faithfulness, when we consider

the ridiculous travesty of Chateaubr^!*i-( 1754), who attempts W/*'

endless improvements on Sophocles.
^ He gives Philoctetes a

daughter Sophia, with a governess, in order that Neoptolemus

may fall in love with Sophia ! The version of La Harpe (1783)
is less ridiculous, but not more faithful. The Greek play itself

has been more than once performed in French seminaries,

owing to the interest excited by Fe'nelon's paraphrase.

§ 193. We need not delay in this history over the Frag-

ments, which are only of interest to the very special student of

Sophocles.^ In no case can we reconstruct the plan of any lost

drama from them, even with the help of the fragments of

Attius and Pacuvius, who imitated him, though loosely. The

myths he used, and the possible conjectures as to their treat-

ment, have been classified and expanded, with endless learn-

' These interesting passages from Dion's orations are cited in full in

Dindorf's edition of the fragments of Euripides' play.
2 See Patin, p. 146.

s cf_ YxoI. Campbell's Sophocles, ch. xv.

(
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ing, by Welcker,* in whose great work the curious student may
see how small is the result of all his combinations. As I re-

marked above (p. 283), a great many of the fragments are mere

citations of yXwfrcrcu, or curious words, which the poet used,

and which form a strange and exceptional vocabulary. A few

passages have been preserved, for their beauty and philosophic

depth, by Stobaeus
;

others are cited by the scholiast on Euri-

pides as parallel passages. The finest is probably the following :

^n TrarSey, 7} toi KuTrpis oh KvirpLs fiSvov,

oAA' iarl TroAAoiv ovoixdmiv iirdivvfios.

fffTtv /xty"Ai5r)s, ecrrt 5' &(p9nos fiioL,

fffTiv Se Xvcraa fxawds, tcrri S' "fnpos

&Kparos, effr' ol/JLooyfiSs. 4v Keivr) rh iruv,

<nrovSa7oi', ijffvxa^ov, is ^iav ayov.

iVTr\K€Tai yap irvivfj.Svwi', Strois ifi

^vxv. Tis oi>xl TTJade rrjs deov fiopd ;

e'KTfpxf'ai fiiv Ixdvcov ttAoitoU yivn,
evecTTi 5' iv x^P^fov rerpaffKeKeT yov^'

VUJ/J.S, 8' iu oloivolai ToxiKiivris TrrepSv,

iv d-qpalv, iv PpoToTaiu, fV deois &,pa>.

TiV oil TToAoioucr' es Tpls SK^dWfi Beaiv
;

et /J-OL d^fj.is, Offxis 5e ra\7}dfi Aeyetv,

Aihs TvpavveT irviVfxSvwv
• &vev Sop6s,

&vfv (riS{)pov irdvTa. toi ffwre/iiverai

Kvirpis TO. OvrjTciv Kal Bewv $ov\evfj.aTa,

But there are fine thoughts and rich poetic expressions to be

found scattered everywhere through them.

§ 194. The technical improvements made by Sophocles in his

tragedies were not many or important. He reduced the chorus,

it is said, from fifteen to twelve. He added a third actor, and
in the CEdipus at Colo?ius a fourth may possibly have been em-

ployed. Above all, he abandoned the practice of connecting
his dramas in tetralogies, and introduced the competing in

single tragedies with his rivals. As they, however, continued to

write in tetralogies, it is a riddle which none of our authorities

' We are accordingly not surprised to hear (Schol. in Elect. 87, on

yris lcr6/j.otp' ai]p) that he was parodied by the comic poet Pherecrates.

This is, perhaps, the only hint we have of any criticism upon the Attic

darling in his own day.
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have thought fit to solve for -us, how a fair competition could

be arranged on such terms.' He is also said to have added

scenography, or artistic decoration of the stage, with some

attempt at landscape painting
—an improvement sure to come

with the lapse of time, and marked accidentally as to date

by Sophocles. But these outward changes, in themselves

slight, are the mark of far deeper innovations in the tone and

temper of Greek tragedy. Sophocles is not the last of an

old school
;
he is not the pupil of ^schylus : he is the head

of a new school
;

he is the master of Euripides. We still

possess his own judgments as regards both these poets, and his

relation to them. Plutarch reports him to have said ^
: 'that

having passed without serious effort through the grandiloquence
of yEschylus, and then through the harshness and artificiality of

his own (earlier) style, he had at last adopted his third kind of

style, which was most suited to painting character, and (therefore)

the best' Whatever reading we adopt, the sense as regards

Sophocles seems certainly to be that in early years, and before

he had seriously settled down to write, he had got rid of any
dominant influence from .^schylus. We have indeed no

traces of ..^Lschylean style or of ^schylean thinking in any of

the plays or fragments ;
but there is ground for separating the

second CEdipus and the Philodetes from the rest, and regard-

ing them as the representatives of the milder and smoother

tone of his ripest years. But who can deny that this

' We should be disposed to question the truth of the statement, which

rests upon Suidas alone, and refer it merely to the disconnecting of plays

in subject, which were yet performed successively, were not all the didas-

cali^E silent concerning any trilogy or tetralogy of Sophocles, while they

frequently mention them in Euripides, and speak of the practice as still

subsisting. The satyric dramas of Sophocles, which can hardly have been

acted by themselves, seem, however, to prove that Sophocles brought out

several plays together, though he is always reported to have conquered
with one. We have not sufficient evidence to solve this puzzle.

- Here is the text of this much disputed passage : Sxrirep yap 6 2. eAeye,

rhv hlffx^^ov SiaTTfTraix^s ojkov, flra rh iriKphv Kal KaraTexfov rrjs avTov

KaracTKevrjs, rplrov ^5r) rh ttjj Xe'leois /xera^dWeiv [/xiTaXa^e'iy] elSos, '6irep

fffTlv r]6iKuna.Tov koX $4Ktl(Ttov. The word SiaireTraix^s troubles the critics,

who suggest StaTmrAaKa>s, SiaTreTrAix^os, and 5LaTr€<pevyais.
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change of style was most probably caused by the rivalry of

Euripides? For there is in the earlier plays a great deal of

that affected ingenuity of diction, which Thucydides describes

(in the mouth of Cleon) as the fashion of those days at Athens.

Prose WTiting had sprung up, political speeches were becoming

frequent, and the historian paints with curious felicity the re-

spective efforts of the speakers and the audience in that too

highly tempered generation
—the one to astonish by some new

and unexpected point ;
the other to outrun the speaker, and

anticipate the surprise. Thus Sophocles, like the speakers in

Thucydides, displays his subtlety to his hearers, and often

when his expression seems at first sight easy, a further reflection

discloses unobserved difficulties and new depths of meaning.
In this I would compare him to his greatest Roman imitator,

Vergil, who, under an apparent smoothness of style, hides great

difficulties, and often new and unsuspected meanings.' But

the easy and transparent writing of Euripides must have im-

pressed his generous rival, and hence we may reckon this to be

one of the points in which Sophocles improved by contact with

his great successor in art. Nor was the influence limited to

mere style. The scholiast at the close of the Orestes, in com-

menting on the melodramatic ^
endings of the Alcestis and

Orestes, notes that the Tyro of Sophocles ended with a happy

recognition scene.

§ 195. The contrast between the poets is said (in Aristotle's

Poetic) to have been expressed by Sophocles in the flimous words,
* that he had painted men as they ought to be, Euripides as they

were.' After many years' study of both poets, and after a careful

reading of all the expositions of this passage, and proofs of it,

offered by the critics, I am unable to change my deliberate

opinion that, if Sophocles intended to say this, it is not true.

There is no kind of heroism in Sophocles to which we

' This is the description of Vergil's style which I have often heard from

the lips of the late Dr. James Henry, who knew more than all the rest of

'the world put together about Vergil. He used to say that the obvious

meaning was very frequently the wrong meaning in Vergil, and could be

proved so.

2 He calls them comic, by which he of course means like the iiexu

comedy.
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cannot find adequate parallels in Euripides ;
there are no

human weaknesses or meannesses in Euripides which we

cannot fairly parallel in the scanty remains of Sophocles, and

which would not, in all probability, be amply paralleled

had we larger means of comparison. The chorus, which in

^schylus was a stirring actor in the progress of the play,

was not by Euripides, but by Sophocles first degraded to be

a mere spectator of the action—sometimes an accompUce,

sometimes a mere selfish, sometimes an irrelevant, observer.

Rags and lamentations are not monopolised by Euripides,

neither are dishonesty and meanness the apanage of his stage.

The wrangling of heroes and heroines is as common in the

model poet as in his debased successor. Thus we can hardly

defend the statement even if we interpret it, as Welcker does,

to mean this : that Sophocles represented men as a tragic poet

ought to represent them, Euripides as they were. It is a far

more probable and modest translation, yet even here we

are not borne out by the facts. But there is in any case

one point of real importance in the remark. It implies the

essential truth that Sophocles, like Euripides, made the charac-

ters and passions of »ien his object, and did not dwell upon the

Divine or supernatural element in the moral order of the

world. As Socrates brought down philosophy, so Sophocles

brought down tragic poetry from heaven to dwell upon earth.

The gods are thrown into the background, and are there

merely to account for moral difficulties, and justify cruelties

which human reason cannot but resent. In his latest play (the

Philoddes), the Dens ex machhia actually comes in to reverse

•

the result, and undo all that has been so laboriously worked

out by human passion and human resolve. There is here

already a great gulf separating us from ^schylus—a difference

in kind
;
we can pass over to Euripides easily, and by an ill-

defined boundary.

§ 196. Nevertheless, ancient and modern critics have agreed

to place Sophocles first among the Attic tragedians. Though
an inferior poet to ^schylus, and an inferior philosopher to

either, Sophocles may be regarded a more perfect artist. It

is for this reason that he was so perpetually imitated by the
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Romans and th^e French, while among our deeper poets both

yEschylus and Euripides have maintained a greater influence.

For as an artist, as a perfect exponent of that intensely Attic

development which in architecture tempered Doric strength

with Ionic sweetness, which in sculpture passed from archaic

stiffness to majestic action, which in all the arts found the

mean between antique repose and modern vividness, as the

poet of Athens, in the heyday of Athens, Sophocles stands

without an equal. His plots are more ethical than those of

Euripides, his scepticism is more reverent or reticent, his

religion more orthodox. He does not disturb his hearers with

suggestions of modern doubts and difficulties. He is essentially

f.vi:o\o<^^ as Aristophanes calls him, without angles or contra-

dictions. And thus he is -wasely set aside by the comic critic

in the great controversy between the old and the new, for he

belonged to the new, and yet had not broken with the old. I

will only add that his greatness has been enhanced by the pre-

servation of only a few, and those his greatest, works. Had we

eight or ten additional plays, of the quality of the Trachinice— 

for the poet was known to be unequal in power—the compari-

sons with Euripides, who has survived in his weakness as well

as his strength, might possibly have been more just and a little

less foolish.

§ 197. Bibliographical. The recension of the text of our ex-

tant plays depends altogether on the Medicean codex, already

mentioned in connection with ^schylus. Venetian MSS. sup-

plied the Editio princeps of Aldus (Venice, 1502), a beautiful

little book, and not uncommon in good libraries. Three of the

plays, the Ajax., Eledra, and CEdipus Tyrannus, were much

more studied than the rest, and exist in many MSS., which are,

however, not so pure, and have been corrupted in the Byzantine

age. From this inferior text came all the editions from Turne-

bus (1533) to Brunck (1786), who first recognised the superior

value of the Parisinus A, but the Medicean L is preferred since

Elmsley's day. In the present century the three editions of

G. Hermann (1817-48), those of Wunder, of G. Uindorf, of

Schneidewin and Nauck, of Bergk, are best known. Wecklein's

school editions are the newest. We have besides English

editions by Linwood, Blaydes, Campbell, and of some plays
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in the Catena Classicorum published at Cambridge. On the

whole, the text is not so corrupt as that of the other dra-

matists, although, apart from the Byzantine corruptions, the

German critics have noted many lines which they suppose due

to early stage traditions, nay even some of them to the family

of Sophocles. It is obvious that when we throw back interpola-

tions to such an age, their discovery depends altogether on sub-

jective taste, and need not detain us here. The reader will find

these suspected lines printed at the foot of Dindorf 's text in his

Poetce scemci and elsewhere.

There is a good deal of sound ancienl learning preserved to

us in the prefaces and scholia, first published by Lascaris at

Rome (1518) without the text, then by Junta at Florence in

1544, and then several times before the edition of Stephanus in

1568. The best of the notes came from what are called the

vn-o/ji'T/^ariora/, who certainly as early as the Alexandrian

period wrote on the text, and collected the Didascalia^ as to the

performances. Aristophanes is known to have paid attention

to Sophocles. Aristarchus is also named, but Didymus seems

the chief source of the extant scholia. Those on the CEdipiis at

Colotiiis are particularly good. There is a good edition of

the scholia by Elmsley and Gaisford in 1826, and several

special lexicons of Sophocles' language, of which the best are

those of F. Ellendt, and of G. Dindorf : the latter was prose-
cuted by Ellendt's representatives, and the edition suppressed,
so that copies of this most valuable book are now scarce. Of

complete translations the most celebrated among the many
German is that of Donner

;
other scholars, like Scholl and

Bockh, have done single plays. The French, besides the

imitations above cited under the separate plays, have the Theatre

of Brusmoy, and Villemain mentions with praise a literal ver-

sion of Sophocles by Malezieux. In English we have Potter

(1788), and in our own day Dale, whose book is now very

rarely to be found
;

also Mr. Plumptre's version—a meri-

torious work, and several plays ably done by Prof. L. Campbell.

Special studies on Sophocles, both generally and on particular

plays, are endless in Germany. Welcker's is of course the

most exhaustive; Klein's, inaccurate and capricious, but very
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suggestive; Bernhardy's, simply laudatory and full of empty
wordiness in criticism, together with deep and accurate learn-

ing as to facts. Our great living poets, who are accomplished

Grecians, have, so far as I know, said nothing of consequence
on Sophocles.'

' Professor Campbell's monograph now supplies the English reader

with a detailed and most enthusiastic estimate of the poet's genius and of

his extant plays. It will be observed that none of the points in which I

have suggested imperfections are adopted by Mr. Campbell, and that the

poet is everywhere vindicated from any attempt (I will not say at adverse,

but even) at depreciative criticism. Though I deeply respect this large-

hearted enthusiasm, it does not appear to me the only way of stimulating

the study of any writer ;
and hence I do not regret that the views set forth

in the previous chapter were written and printed before I had the advan-

tage of being influenced by the elaborate analysis of so competent a

scholar. I will not attempt to criticise his work, which differs from mine

mainly in this contrast of spirit, and no doubt in the greater elegance of its

language, but will only add that there are many facts in the history of the

poet and his works which may be learned from the present chapter even

after the perusal of his more detailed work.
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CHAPTER XVII.

Euripides.

§ 198. Euripides was born in the year of the battle ofSalamis

(480 B.C.)
—

nay, according to the legends, on the very day of

the battle (20th of Boedromion)
—and apparently on the island,

whither his parents had fled, with other Athenians, for refuge.

He is said to have afterwards had a fancy for this island, and to

have composed his tragedies there in a retired spot, within view

of the sea, from which he borrows so many striking metaphors.
His father, Mnesarchus or Mnesarchides, is said to have for-

merly lived in Boeotia, but most probably as a foreigner, and

afterwards in the Attic deme of Phlyia, according to Suidas.

Some of the Lives say he was a petty trader, but this is incon-

sistent with his son's apparent wealth and literary leisure, and

would hardly have been passed over in silence by Aristo-

phanes. The mother's name was Kleito, and she was perpe-

tually ridiculed by the comic poets as an herb-seller. The

story is most probably false, and rests upon some acci-

dental coincidence of name, or some anecdote which gave

contemporaries a sufficient handle for their joke, though it

is lost to us. The youthful poet is said to have been trained

with some success for athletic contests by his father, and

perhaps to this we may ascribe the strong contempt and

aversion with which he speaks of that profession. There

were, moreover, pictures shown at Megara, which were ascribed

to him, so that he evidently had the reputation of a man of

varied culture. But he abandoned his earlier pursuits, whatever

they may have been, for the study of philosophy under Anaxa-

goras, probably also Protagoras, and possibly Prodicus, and in

mature life seems to have stood in close contact to Socrates.

He was essentially a student, and such a collector of books
that his library was famous, but he took no part in public

VOL. I. Y
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affairs.' But he began at the age of twenty-five to compete in

tragedy (with his Feliades), and continued all his life a prolific

and popular, though not a successful poet. He was known to

have won the first prize only five times,^ though he may have

written ninety tragedies, and, even ifwe hold him always to have

contended with tetralogies (or trilogies followed by a satyric or

melodrama), must have contended over twenty times. He was

twice married, and unfortunately: first to Choerile, who was

mother of his three sons, Mnesarchides, a merchant; Mnesilo-

chus, an actor
;
and the younger Euripides, who wrote dramas,

and brought out some of his father's posthumous works, such as

the Iphigenia in Aidis, and Bacchce. The comic poets do not

scruple to reflect upon the unfaithfulness of his wives, and

deduce from it his alleged hatred of women. Late in life he

removed to the court of Archelaus of Macedon, where he was

received with great honour, and wrote some plays (especially

the Archelaus and BacchcB) on the local legends. He appears to

have died there at the age of seventy-four, having been attacked

and torn by sporting-dogs, which were set upon him maliciously.

He was honoured with a pompous tomb in Macedonia, and a

cenotaph at Athens, on which the historian Thucydides is said

to have inscribed an epitaph.^

' His moral portrait cannot be better expressed than in the words in

which he may possibly have meant to describe his own aspirations :
—

SA/3«0S SlTTlJ TTJS IffTopias

fj.i]Ti iroKiTwv eVl jrrifioo'vvriv

fjLrjT els adlKovs irpd^eis dp/xciv,

aW' aOavdrov Ka9opu>v (pvaews

Kdfffjiov ayripoov, irij t€ awearrj

KoX Stttj Kol 'dirws.

To7s 5« rotovTois oiiSeVoT' alffxp^"

fpywv /xeKiTTjfjLa irpocri^fi (fr. 902).
^ Cf. the learned and interesting note in Meineke's Comic Fragments,

ii. p. 904, on the small number of victories gained by the greatest poets,

and the frequent preferment of obscure names. It was not unfrequent, as he

notes in the text, for great poets to be even refused a chorus by the

archon, a slight of which both Sophocles and Cratinus had to complain.
3

fivriiJa fxfv 'EKAas anaa EiipiiriSou, bcnia 5' l^trx*'

yr] MuKiSwu •

rfi yap Sc|aTO repfj.a Piov.

iraTpls S" 'KWdSos 'EWds, 'Ad^jvat. irKeTaTa 5e Moviras

Tfp^as iK iroWwv i:al rhy tiraivov ex*'-
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The aged Sophocles is said to have shown deep sorrow at the

death of his rival, in this contrasting strongly with Aristophanes,

who chose the next performance for his bitterest and most

unsparing onslaught upon him (in the Frogs). The poet is de-

scribed, upon not the highest authority, to have been of gloomy
and morose temper, hating conviviality and laughter. There is

no Greek author whose portrait is so distinctive and familiar

in museums of ancient art. The sitting statue in the Louvre, and

two busts at Naples, probably copied from the statue set up by

Lycurgus in the theatre at Athens, are the most striking. The

face is that of an elderly and very thoughtful man, with noble

features, and of great beauty, but not without an expression of

patience and of sorrow such as beseems him who has been

well called der Prophet des Weltschmerzes. As we should expect,

the face is not essentially Greek, but of a type to be found

among thoughtful men of our own day. His social position

and comfortable means are proved not only by his possession of •

a valuable library, but by his holding one or two priestly offices,

which were probably rich sinecures, and would in no case have

been intrusted to a man of mean origin or low consideration.

As regards the possible ninety-two dramas written by the

poet, the ancients seem to have known seventy-five, of which

the names, now partly erased, were engraved on the pedestal of

the extant sitting statue. We possess about one fifth of the

number, viz. seventeen tragedies and one satyric drama,

excluding the Rhesus, as of very doubtful authorship. This

large legacy of time, if we compare the scanty remains of

^schylus and Sophocles, does not seem to comprehend any
choice selection of his chefs d'oeuvre, but a mere average collec-

tion, of which our estimate is probably lower than that we
should have formed, had fewer plays, and the best, survived.

The dates of some of them are fixed by the didascalise, and of

others (partly at least) by the allusions in Aristophanes' plays.
The usual d priori argument, which infers from laxity of metre or

style either crudity or decadence of genius, fails signally in the

case of Euripides, for his latest plays which are known are far

stricter in form than others preserved from preceding years,
such as the Helena.

Y 2
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§ 199. Innumerable attempts have been made to gather from

his writings an estimate of his politics, of his social views, and of

his religion. But although the ancients have led the way in

this course, and have everywhere assumed that the philosophic

utterances of the poet's characters were meant to convey his

own sentiments, such an inference must be very dangerous in

the case of a thoroughly dramatic poet, and especially a dra-

matic poet who paints upon his stage the violence of human

passion. There is indeed an anecdote of little authority, but of

great aptness, preserved, in which we are told that the audience

cried out against the immorality of the praise of wealth above

virtue, but that the poet himself came forward and bid them

wait to see the punishment of the character who uttered it.'

Thus, again, had the famous line,
'

my tongue has sworn, but my
heart is free,' w'hich Cicero and others quote with reprobation

from the Hippolytits, been preserved as a mere fragment, we

could not have known that this very speaker actually loses his

life rather than break his oath. It is therefore an inquiry of

great interest, but of greater uncertainty, to reconstruct this

poet's mind from the words of his characters, and with this

caution I refer the reader to the special tracts of Liibker,

Haupt, Goebel, and others, as w^ell as to the fuller work of

Hartung. A great many more books are also indicated in

the exhaustive discussion of Bernhardy.^ As a general rule, I

should be disposed to lay down this axiom, that the poet's own
views are likely to be found either (a) in the soliloquies of his

characters, where they may be imagined turning to the audi-

ence, or
(/3)

in the first strophe and antistrophe of his choruses,

which usually express general sentiments, before passing into the

special subject of the play in the second strophe. I have else-

where^ remarked on this feature in Euripides. But of course

the actors may have had some conventional sign for express-

ing elsewhere the poet's thoughts, which made them clear to

the audience, but which we have now irreparably lost.

As to his works I will here follow, with a few exceptions, the

order critically determined by W. Dindorf, noting its uncer-

' Cf. Plutarch, cited on the passage of the Ixion.
* Vol. iii. § 119.

' Social Greece, p. 197.
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tainties as we proceed. The vexed question not merely of

the poet's merits, but of his own views of his mission, and the

consequent intention of his writing, will be discussed when our

survey has been completed.

§ 200. The Aicestis is the earliest play which has survived,

if it was performed as the last play, along with the Kpiirrrrat,

'AXi^f^icuwi' cia 'i^u)(j)~tCoc, and Ti'jXtcpog, in 01. 85, 2 (438 B.C.).

But as the same prefatory note calls it his sixteenth work, there

may be something \vrong in the figures, for he probably com-

posed more tragedies before that date. The poet obtained the

second prize, Sophocles being placed first. The Telephus seems

to have struck the fancy of the age, for its ragged hero, who
suffered from an incurable and agonising wound, hke Sophocles'

Fhiloctetes, is often ridiculed by Aristophanes. But to us the

Aicestis is a curious and almost unique example of a great

novelty attempted by Euripides
'—a novelty which Shaks-

peare has sanctioned by his genius
—I mean the mixture of

comic and vulgar elements with real tragic pathos, by way
of contrast. The play before us is not indeed strictly a

tragedy, but a melodrama, with a happy conclusion, and was

noted as such by the old critics, who called the play rather

comic, that is to say, like the new comedies in this respect.

The intention of the poet seems to have been to calm the

minds of the audience agitated by great sorrows, and to tone

them by an afterpiece of a higher and more refined character

than the satyric dramas, which were coarse and generally ob-

scene. But while no great world-conflict is represented, while no

m.ighty moral problem is held in solution, there are a series of

deep and practical moral lessons conveyed by the exquisite

character-painting of the play. The first scene is between

Apollo, who is pecuharly attached to the house of Admetus,
and Death, who has arrived to take away the mistress of the

House, for she alone has consented to die for her husband.

There is something comic in the very prologue, which describes

how Admetus,
'

having tested and gone through all his friends,

' There are slight touches of low humour in the watchman and the

nurse of ^^schylus, but only in special scenes, which afford but a momen-

tary relief in the saddest and severest of tragedies.
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his aged father and the mother who bore him,' can find no one
else to vokmteer to die for the mere purpose of saving his Ufe.

The short dialogue betAveen Apollo and Death is, however, very

striking and justly admired. Then enter the chorus in sus-

pense, and expecting hourly the death of Alcestis, but they are

more minutely informed in the matchless narrative of a waiting
maid, who describes how Alcestis bade farewell to all her happi-
ness, her home, her children, her servants, and calmly, though
not without poignant regrets, faced death from pure self-denial

for the sake of her husband. She is presently led in by him,
and in a most affecting dialogue gives him her parting direc-

tions, prays him not to replace her in his affections by a second

wife, and apparently dies upon the stage
—a most exceptional

\hing in Greek drama—amid the tearful outcries of her infant

son and her husband. There is no female character in either

^schylus or Sophocles which is so great and noble, and at

the same time so purely tender and womanly.
The effect is heightened by the contrast of Admetus, whose

selfishness would be quite grotesque were it not Greek. After

going the round of all his friends in search of a substitute, he

deeply resents the gross selfishness of his parents, whose
advanced age made it ridiculous, in his opinion, that they should

not sacrifice themselves for his comfort. He complains bitterly
of his dreadful lot in losing so excellent a wife, but here again

evidently on selfish grounds, and vows eternal hatred to and

separation from his father, who comes with gifts for the dead,
and defends himself against his son's attack by protesting his

own equal love of life, and that it was no Greek fashion to

sacrifice the parent for his child. This is the only feature of the

play which modern critics have been able to reprehend, and

they have done so with some unanimity, whether they regard the

play as one of the worst of Euripides, like Scholl, or as one of the

best, like Klein and Patin. It seems to me that they have totally
missed Euripides' point, and the most profound in the play, by
this criticism. The poet does not conceive the sacrifice of

Alcestis, as the speaker in Plato's Symposiian (179 B) does, to

be a sacrifice of one lover for another—an aspect sure to pro-
dominate in all the modern versions. It is not for the love of
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Admdiis that she dies. She represents that peculiar female

heroism, which makes affection the highest duty, but obeys the

demands of aftection in the form of family ties, as the dictates

of the highest moral law. We see these, the heroines of common

life, around us in all classes of society. But I venture to assert

that in no case does this heroic devotion of self-sacrifice come

out into such really splendid relief, as when it is made for selfish

and worthless people. It is therefore a profound psychological

point to represent Admetus a weak and selfish man, blessed, as

worthless men often are, by special favours of fortune in wealth

and domestic happiness, and very ready to perform the ordinary
duties of good fellowship, such as hospitality, but wholly un-

equal to any real sacrifice. It is for such an one that Alcestis

dies—in fact, she dies not for Admetus, hut/or her husband a.n6.

children's sake, and would have done so had she been given in

marriage to any other like person. This is the true meaning of

those disagreeable but profoundly natural scenes, which shocked

those advocates of rhodomontade in tragedy who make Admetus
vie with his wife in heroism. If M. Patin holds that such senti-

ments, though natural, are concealed within the breast, and

never confessed, he forgets that Euripides wrote in a vastly more

outspoken society than ours.

This curious and very comic dialogue is, however, interrupted

by the entrance of Heracles, who comes on his journey to

visit his guest friend, and is received with the truest hospitality

by Admetus, who conceals his misfortune, in order to make his

friend at home. As M. Patin observes, the height of pathos

already attained would be impossible to sustain, and therefore

the lone of the play is most skilfully changed.
' The rollicking

and convivial turn of Heracles is in .sharp discord with the

' The contrast of grief and of mirth, brought out by this scene, which

greatly disgusted Voltaire, and is totally opposed to French notions of

tragic dignity, hac been by later French critics compared with the musi-

cians' scene near the end of Romeo atid Juliet. It is remarkable that

Milton's preface to the Samson Agonisles, which adopts the tone of the

French drama (I suppose quite independently), specially censures the in-

troduction cf low comic characters in tragedy, and sets up the great Gredc

tragedies as the proper models, apparently in opposition to Shakspeare's
•i^hc )0l.
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profound grief of the household, and no one is more pained

by it than the worthy hero himself, who with true practical

energy sets about at once to rescue Alcestis from death, and

so requite his friend for his kindness. The character of Heracles

is not inferior in drawing to any of the rest, and every fair critic

will be justly astonished at this profound and curious antici-

pation of many strong points in the modern drama. The chorus

is throvighout a sympathetic spectator of the action, and the

choral odes are not only highly poetical and elegantly con-

structed, but all strictly to the point. Thus even in the ode

which is supposed to express the poet's mind,' the learning

alluded to by the chorus is that Thracian learning which was

naturally accessible to Thessalians. The usual attacks on Euri-

pides' lyrics have therefore no place here.

§ 20 1. There is a strange external resemblance between the

concluding scene and that of the lVi?iter's Tale, which has not

escaped the commentators. No subject has proved more attrac-

tive than this beautiful legend, and yet no one has ever ap-

proached in excellence its treatment by Euripides. There is an

old Indian parallel in the Mahabharata, where Savitri, like

Alcestis, rescues from the power of Yama, the Lord of the nether

world, her husband's life. Euripides' play was parodied by Anti-

phanes in a comedy brought out in the io6th Olympiad. There

were two Latin versions, one by Attius, and another of doubtful

authorship. Buchanan produced a Latin translation in 1543,
which was acted by the pupils of the College de Bordeaux. It is

not worth while specifying the series of travesties or modifica-

tions which occupied the French stage from 1600 to the end of

the last century. Racine, it may be observed, turns aside in

the Preface to his Iphighiie to defend it against the shallow

criticism of his day. Gluck's famous music has i)erpetuated

through Europe a very poor Italian libretto by Calzabigi in

1776. But in 1798 Alfieri, who had abandoned writing, was

so struck with the play, which he then learnt to know in the

original, that he not only translated it, but wrote an Alcestis of

his own, which was published after his death. As usual, he has

' vv. 962, sq. : fyw Sjct Moucaj

KoX /xfrdpirios p{o k.t.X.
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made all the characters great stage heroes at the sacrifice

not only of nature but of all real interest. Like the French

imitators, he makes Admetus, and even Pheres, heroes, and

creates a romantic ground of natural love and respect for the

sacrifice of Alcestis, and for a competition between husband and

\vife, which completely spoils Euripides' deep and subtle plan.

Translations and moderately faithful imitations were produced
on the Paris stage in 1844 and 1847 ;

others have been since

published in France. Among English poets Milton has alluded

to the legend in his 23rd sonnet,

Methought I saw my late espoused saint

Brought to me, like Alcestis, from the grave j

and recently Mr. Wm. Morris has given a beautiful and original

version, not at all Euripidean, in the first volume of his Earthly
Paradise. Tiiere is a good translation by Banks

(
1 849). By far

the best translation is Mr. Browning's, in his Balaiistion'sAdven-

ture, but it is much to be regretted that he did not render the

choral odes into lyric verse. No one has more thoroughly

appreciated the mean features of Admetus and Pheres, and

their dramatic propriety. A tolerably foithful transcript, adapted
for the lyrical stage by Frank Murray (from Potter's version),

was set to music by Henry Gadsby, on the model of Mendels-

sohn's Antigone, which seems likely to inspire a good many
imitations. There are excellent special editions by Monk and

G. Hermann, as well as a recension by G. Dindorf.

§ 202. The Medea came out in 431 B.C. along with the

poet's Philodeies, Dictys, and the satyric Reapers (the last was

early lost). It was based upon a play of Neophron's, and only
obtained the third prize, Euphorion being first, and Sophocles
second. It may accordingly be regarded as a failure in its

day
—an opinion apparently confirmed by the faults (viz. .^geus

and the winged chariot) selected from it as specimens in Aris-

totle's Poetic. There is considerable evidence of there being a

second edition of the play, and many of the variants, or so-

called interpolations, seem to arise from both versions being

preserved and confused. Nevertheless there was no play of

Euripides more praised and imitated by both Romans and
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moderns. It is too well known to demand any close analysis

liere. The whole interest turns upon the delineation of the

furious passion of Medea, and her devices to punish those who

have offended her. The other characters, with the exception

of the two aged and faithful servants, who admirably introduce

the action, are either mean or colourless. lason is a sort of

yEneas, who endeavours to justify his desertion of his wife by

specious falsehoods, and is not even, Hke the hero of Virgil, in-

cited by the voice of the gods. His grief for his children is

considered by some critics to atone for these grave defects.

The rest are not worth mentioning, if we except the chorus of

Corinthian women, which in this play justifies the censure of the

critics, inasmuch as it coolly admits the confidences of Medea

and hears fearful plots against the king and the princess of the

land, without offering any resistance. It remonstrates but feebly

even with her proposed murder of her children. The most

celebrated chorus, which is a beautiful eulogy upon Athens,

is merely suggested by the accident that ^geus, its king,

IS about to harbour a sorceress and a wholesale murderess,

even of her own family. Yet the passage, though quite irrele-

vant, is very famous." The whole episode of yEgeus, who is

introduced in order that the omnipotent sorceress, with her

winged chariot, may not be cast out without a refuge, has been

justly censured in the Poetic and elsewhere as a means not

required, and as an otiose excrescence to the play, not without

offensive details.- Nevertheless the vehement and command-

ing figure of the heroine has fascinated the great majority of

critics, who, like every public, seem to miss finer points, and

appreciate only the strong lines, and the prominent features of

violent and unnatural passion.

M. Patin ^ draws a most interesting comparison with the Tra-

• vv. 824-45.
^ If Medea, as some critics suppose, and as Jhe chorus appears to

assume (v. 1385), really offers herself in marriage to the childless ^geus
in this scene, I can hardly conceive Aristophanes passing over such a

feature. According to the legend, she did live with him, and bore him a

son called Medus. She seems to have appeared as his wife in Euripides'

tragedy of ^geus, in which she endeavours to poison Theseus.

^
Euripidc, i. p. 118.



CH. XVII. MEDEA'S IRRESOLUTION. 33X

chinice of Sophocles, which certainly bears some relation of con-

scious contrast to the Medm, but unfortunately we do not know

which of the two plays was the earlier, and therefore which of

the poets meant to criticise or improve upon the other. I ven-

ture to suppose that Sophocles desired to paint a far more

natural and womanly picture of the sufferings of a deserted

wife, who, without the power and wickedness of Medea, still

destroys her deceiver, and brings ruin on herself, in spite of her

patience and long-sufifering. The coincidence of the two plays,

the foreign residence of both heroines, the poisoned robe, the

pretended contentment of both to attain their ends, is very

striking. But the Trac/iiiiice, in my opinion the finer play, has

made no mark in the world compared to the Medea, whose

fierce fury has always been strangely admired.

The Greek critics even went so far as to censure what we
should call the only great and affecting feature of the play

—
the irresolution and tears of the murderess,' when she has re-

solved to sacrifice her innocent children for the mere purpose
of torturing her faithless husband. This criticism is apparently

quoted in the Greek argument as the opinion of Dicaearchus

and of Aristotle. Surely it may be affirmed, that if this feature

caused the failure of the piece, we may indeed thank Euripides

for having violated his audience's notions of consistency. The
scene of irresolution and of alternation between jealous fury

and human pity must always have been, as it now is, a capital

occasion for a great display of genius in the actor or actress of

the part, and this is doubtless the real cause of the permanent
hold the piece has taken upon the world. I may also call

attention to the great speech of Medea to lason,^ which argues

indeed the very strongest case, but is nevertheless, especially

at its conclusion, an admirable piece of rhetoric.

§ 203. We actually hear of six Qx&€^Medeas, besides the early

play of Neophron,^ not to speak of the comic parodies. Ennius

' w. I02i,sq.
2 vv. 465, sq.

' The text of the virt^fleirij to our Medea, which mentions this play,'

being corrupt, some critic? have thought that the play of Neophron, from

which Stobseus cites the monologue of Medea, was an imitation by a poet

of the date of Alexander. I do not think the author of the argument can

possibly have meant this, however the words are taken.
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imitated the play of Euripides/ and both Cicero and Brutus

are said to have been reading it or citing it in their last

moments—no mean distinction for any tragedy. The opening
lines are very often cited in an elegant version by Phaedrus.

Horace too alludes to it, and Ovid's earliest work was a

Medea, which was acted on the Roman stage with applause,
when the author, years after, was in exile. It is praised by
Tacitus and Quintilian, and does not seem to have been a mere

translation from Euripides. There remains to us, unfortunately,

a Medea among the works of Seneca, who could not refrain

from handhng a subject so congenial to Roman tastes. But in

this play the magic powers of the sorceress are the great

feature, the age having turned from an effete polytheism to the

gloomy horrors of magic and witchcraft. The fury of the mur-

deress is exaggerated even beyond the picture of Euripides,

and the whole play glitters with the false tinsel of artificial

rhetoric. Buchanan gave a Latin version of the play, and

Dolce an Italian, but Pe'rouse followed Seneca in his French

play (1553), as did Corneille (1635), and Longepierre (1694).

These poor imitations dilated on the amours of lason, and re-

presented Creon and his daughter in a sort of aido da fe on the

stage ;
but Voltaire, in criticising them and Seneca's Medea,,

thinks fit to include the Greek play, which, as M. Patin ob-

serves, he seems not to have read. There was an English ver-

sion by Glover in 1761, which humanises and christianises both

lason and Medea, and makes her crime the result of a delirious

moment. Grillparzer's trilogy (the Golden Fleece) in its last play

likewise softens the terrible sorceress, and drives her to the crime

by the heartlessness of her children, who will not return to her

from the amiable Creusa, when the latter desires to surrender

them. The same features mark the Medeas of Niccolini, of

Lucas, brought out in Paris in 1855, and of Ernest Legouvd,

' Cicero speaks of it as a literal translation from the Greek, but this is

not verified by the fragments, which both in this and the other Ennian

imitations cannot be found in our Greek originals. This variation from

the models is too persistent to be accounted for by first editions, or by

emended copies of the Greek plays used by Ennius, and must be taken as

conclusive evidence that his versions were free renderings, paraphrasing the

sense, and changing the metres, as we can show from extant fragments.
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which in its Italian dress has afforded Mde. Ristori one of her

greatest tragic triumphs, and which is still performed in Paris.

But the play is no longer the savage and painful play of Euri-

pides, and is, I confess, to me not inferior. The opera offers

us Hoffmann's elegant version, set to music by Cherubini, and

I might add the Norjna of Bellini, where the main situation is

copied from the Medea, though compassion prevails. The

best editions are Kirchhoff's (1852) and Prinz' (1879) for

criticism, those of Wecklein (1879) and A. W. Verrall (1881)

for exegesis also, the last excellent.

Klinger's modern reproduction is praised by the Germans.

The beautiful epic version of Mr. Morris, in the last book of

his Life and Death of Jason, handles the n)yth (as is his wont)

very freely, and dwells chiefly on the gradual estrangement of

lason through the love of Glauce, and the gradual relapse of

Medea from the peaceful and happy wife to the furious sorceress.

§ 204. Tht mppolytus (ffTEfaviaq, or crowned, to distinguish

it from the earlier KaXvirrofterog, veiled, of which the expla-

nation is now lost) appeared three years after the Medea, in

428 B.C., and is our earliest example of a romantic subject in

the Greek drama. ^ We are told that it obtained the first place

against lophon and Ion's competition, but we are not told

whether or what other plays accompanied it, nor of the plays

it defeated. The earlier version of the play was not only read

and admired, but possibly copied in the play of Seneca
;

yet it failed at Athens, chiefly, it is thought, because of the

boldness with which Phaedra told her love in person to her

stepson, and then in person maligned him to his father. In

Seneca she uses incantations to the moon, and justifies her

guilt by Theseus' infidelities. It is only upon his death that

she confesses her guilt and dies. This may have been the plan f

remodelled in the play before us, and it is a literary fact of no

small interest to know that Euripides certainly confessed his

earlier failure and strove to improve upon it, with success, while

at the same time he allowed the earlier form to be circulated.

For it implies both a real desire to please the Athenian audi-

ence, and also a certain contempt for their censure, in which

the smaller reading public of the day probably supported him.

* We have lost .^flschylus' Myrmidons, perhaps an earlier example.
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The delineation of the passion of Phaedra is the great

feature of the play, and it is indeed drawn with a master hand.

But in one point' the modern reader feels shocked or dissatisfied,

in her sudden determination, not adequately motived in the

play, of involving Hippolytus in her ruin by a bare falsehood,

and it is peculiarly Greek that this odious crime should not be

held to prevent her dying with honour and good fame(£u».-\£'jjc).

In our day we should be more disposed to pardon unchastity

than this deliberate and irremediable lying, nor would any

modern poet paint it in a woman of Phaedra's otherwise good

and noble character.

All the advances to Hippolytus, and the inducements to

crime, which Phaedra at first honestly and nobly resists, are

suggested by her nurse, a feeble and immoral old woman, who

perhaps talks too well, but plays a very natural pait. The

character of Hippolytus, which is admirably sustained through

the play, is cold and harsh, and what we might call offensively

holy. It was a character with which no Greek public could

feel much sympathy, as asceticism was disliked, and even cen-

sured on principle. There is indeed no commonplace more

insisted upon all through the tragedies than that the delights of

moderate love (as compared with the agonies of extreme pas-

sion) are to be enjoyed as the best and most real pleasure in this

mortal life. It is, therefore, from this point of view that the

poet, while he rewards Hippolytus' virtue with heroic honours

after death, makes him a capital failure in life. The hatred

of Aphrodite, who is drawn in the worst and most repulsive

colours, seems to express the revenge of nature upon those who

violate her decrees. Probably the spite of Aphrodite, as well

as the weakness of Artemis, the patron goddess of the hero,

is also intended to lower the conception of these deities in

the public mind. It is a rediictio ad absurdum of Divine

Providence, when the most awful misfortunes of men are

ascribed to the malice of hostile and the impotence of friendly

deities. Some good critics have indeed defended Artemis, and

called her a noble character in this play ;
but what shall we say

of a deity who, when impotent to save her favourite, threatens '

'

Aristoph. Apology, p. 26. - v. 1420.
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that she will be avenged by slaying with her arrows some

favourite of Aphrodite? This is verily to make mankind

the sport of malignant gods. Euripides cannot have given them

these miserable parts, without intending to satirise the popular

creed, and so to open the way for higher and purer religious

conceptions. The chorus is a weak, and sometimes irrele-

vant spectator of the action, a necessary consequence, indeed, of

its being present during the whole of the action, and, there-

fore, not fairly to be censured. One very elegant chorus on

the power of Eros '

may be compared with the parallel ode in

Sophocles' ^////^^«^. There is a chorus of attendants (what was

called a TTapa-)(np}]yr]ua) which accompanies Hippolytus at the

opening, and which is distinct from the proper chorus—a rare

device in Greek tragedy. Nothing will show more clearly the

sort of criticism to which Euripides has been subjected, in ancient

and modern times, than the general outcry against a celebrated

line uttered by Hippolytus :

'

My tongue has sworn, but my
mind has taken no oath

'

(// yXwcrtr' ofxojfjio^, >/ Se <ppfiv avui^wroc).

He exclaims this in his fury, when the old nurse adjures him by
his oath not to betray her wretched mistress. It seems indeed

hard that a dramatic poet should be judged by the excited

utterances of his characters, but it is worse than hard, it is shame-

fully unjust, that the critics should not have read on fifty lines,

Avhere the same character Hippolytus, on calmer consideration,^

declares that, were he not bound by the sanctity of his oath,

he would certainly inform Theseus. And he dies simply
because he will not violate this very oath, stolen from him

when off his guard. I doubt whether any criticism, ancient or

modern, contains among its myriad injustices, whether of negli-

gence, ignorance, or deliberate malice, a more flagrantly absurd

accusation. And yet Aristophanes, who leads the way in this

sort of falsehood, is still extolled by some as the greatest and

deepest exponent of the faults of Euripides.

^schylus and Sophocles, as might be expected, did not

touch this subject, but Agathon appears to have treated it.'

' vv. 525-64 ; translated for me by Mr. Browning in my monogiaph
on Euripides, p. 116.

'
V. 657.

3
Aristoph. Thesmoph. 153.
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There was an Hippolytus by Lycophron, and though the older

Roman tragedians have left us no trace of a version, the allu-

sions of Virgil in the ^neid,' and the perpetual recurrence

of the subject in Ovid,^ show how well it was known in the

golden age of Roman literature.

The Hippolytus of Seneca, from which the scene of Phaedra's

personal declaration to Hippolytus was adopted by Racine

in his famous play, is still praised by French critics. It was

highly esteemed, and even preferred to the Greek play, in the

Renaissance. It was acted in Latin at Rome in 1483, and

freely rehandled by Gamier, in a French version, in 1573.

The next celebrated French version was that of Gilbert, Queen
Christina's French minister in 1646. But his very title,

Hippolyte ou le Garden insensible, sounds strange, and the play

is said nevertheless to have admitted a great deal of gallantry

in the hero. In 1677 Racine produced his famous Phedre, of

which the absolute and comparative merits have been discussed

in a library of criticism. A hostile clique got up an opposition

version by Pradon, and for a moment defeated and disgusted

the poet, but the very pains taken by Schlegel, and even by
French critics, to sustain Euripides against him, shows the real

importance of the piece. For a long time, in the days ot

Voltaire and La Harpe, and of the revolt against antiquity,

Euripides was utterly scouted in comparison. But now-a-days,
when the wigs and the powder, the etiquette and the artifice, of

the French court of the seventeenth century can hardly be toler-

ated as the decoration for a Greek tragedy, it is rare to find

tlie real merits of Racine admitted, in the face of such tasteless

and vulgar anachronism. Yet for all that, Racine's Fhedre

is a gi-eat play, and it is well worth while to read the poet's short

and most interesting preface, in which he gives the reasons for

his deviations. He grounds the whole merit of his tragedy, as

Aristophanes makes .^schylus and Euripides argue, not on its

poetical features, but on its moral lessons. He has spoilt Hip-

polytus by giving him a passion for the princess Aricie, whom

Theseus, for state reasons, had forbidden to marry. But this

'

vii, 761.
^
Fasti, iii, 266, vi. 733 ; Mdam, xv. 492 ; Epist. Her. iv.
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additional cause of Hippolytus' rejection of Phaedra's suit adds

the fury of jealousy to her madness, and is the main cause of

her false charge against him, thus giving a motive where there

is hardly a sufficient one in Euripides. The passage in which

she shrinks from the death she is seeking, at the thought ot

appearing before her father Minos, the judge of the dead, is

very finely conceived
;
on the whole, however, she exhibits too

much of her passion in personal pleading on the stage, and so

falls far behind Euripides' Phgedra in delicacy.

There was an English Phsedra by Edmund Smith in 1707,

based on both Racine's and Pradon's, and like them full of court

intrigues, captains of the household, prime ministers, and the'

like. There were operas on it attempted by Rameau (1733),

and by Lemoine (1786), neither of which is now known. The
Greek play was put on the German stage faithfully in 185 1, but

was found inferior to Racine's for such a performance. There

are special editions by Musgrave, Valckenaer, Monk, and lastly

by Berthold.' We know from the fragments of lost plays, and

from the criticisms of Aristophanes, that Euripides chose the

painful subject of a great criminal passion for several plays, the

Phrixus, Sthcjioboea (Bdlerop/ion), and certainly the Phcem'x,

built upon the narrative ofthe aged hero in the ninth book of the

Iliad. If we could trust Arir.tophanes, we might suppose that

he was *\\t first to venture on such a subject, but the allusions

of the critics to Neophron's Medea, and the traces of similar

subjects in the fragments of Sophocles, make it uncertain

whether he was the originator, as he certainly was the greatest

master, in this very modern department of tragedy.

§ 205. The Andromache need not occupy us long, being
one of the worst constructed, and least interesting, plays of

Euripides. The date is uncertain, as it was not brought
out at Athens, perhaps not till after the poet's death, and is

only to be fixed doubtfully by the bitter allusions to Sparta,

with which it teems. It has indeed quite the air of a

political pamphlet under the guise of a tragedy. It must,

'
I can recommend a very faithful poetical version by Mr. M. P. Fitz-

gerald (London, 1867), in a volume before cited, and entitled The Crowned

Hippolytus. Ariother by Miss Robinson has since appeared.

VOL. I. Z
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therefore, have been composed during the Peloponnesian war,

possibly about 419 b.c.^ The character of Andromache (now
the slave and concubine of Neoptolemus), who opens the play

as a suppliant telling her tale and mourning her woes in elegiacs-

(a metre never used elsewhere in our extant tragedies), is well

conceived, and the scene in which her child, whom she had

hidden, is brought before her by Menelaus, and threatened with

instant death if she will not leave the altar, is full of true Euri-

pidean pathos. The laments of mother and child, as they are

led away to execution, are in the same strain, but are inter-

rupted by the surprise of Peleus appearing just in time—a rare

expedient in Greek tragedy. On the other hand, the characters

of the jealous wife Hermione, and her father Menelaus, are

violent, mean, and treacherous beyond endurance. They

represent the vulgarest tyrants, and are rather fit for Alfieri's

stage. All this is intended as a direct censure on Sparta,

a feeling in which the poet hardly varied, as Bergk justly ob-

serves, though it is seldom so unpleasantly obtruded upon us as

in this play.'^ When Andromache and her child are saved, after

a long and angry altercation between Peleus and Menelaus, the

play is properly concluded, but is awkwardly expanded by a

sort of afterpiece, in which Hermione rushes in, beside herself

with fear at what she has dared in the absence of her husband.

This emotional and absurd panic opens the way for the appear-

ance of Orestes, with whom she at once arranges a 7nariage de

convcnance of the most prosaic kind, and flies. Then follows the

elaborate narrative of the murder of her former husband Neop-
tolemus at Delphi, owing to the plots of Orestes. The lamen-

' The choral metres, which are chiefly dactylico-trochaic, instead ofthe

glyconics afterwards in favour, and which Dindorf considers a surer internal

mark than general anti-Spartan allusions, point to an earlier date, and

agree with the schol. on v. 445, which conjectures the play to have been

composed at the opening of the Peloponnesian War. On the other hand,

the allusion to this play at the end of the Orestes (vv. 1653, sq. )
seems as

if its memory were yet fresh, and suggests a later date.

^ The Helena is an exception (below, p. 353). When Menelaus asserts

(vv. 374 and 5S5) that he will kill Neoptolemus' slaves, because friends

should have all their property in common, this seems like a parody on the

habits, or supposed habits, of the club life led by the Spartans at home.
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tations of Peleus, and the divine interposition, and settlement of

the future, by Thetis, conclude the play. Though justly called a

second-rate play by the scholiasts, it was well enough known to

be quoted by Clitus ' on the undue share of glory obtained by the

generals of soldiers who bore the heat and burden of the day, and

thus it cost him his life at the hands of the infuriated Alexander.

The A/idromac/ie of Enn'ms, ofwhich we have a considerable frag-

ment, seems to embrace the time of the capture of Troy, and not

the period of this play ; but the 5 th book of Vergil's ^neid is

evidently composed with a clear recollection of it.^ The
famous And7-omaque of Racine only borrows the main facts

from the story as found in Euripides and Vergil, and expands it

by introducing a motive which does not exist in the Greek

play, that of the passion of love. He moreover felt bound to

soften and alter what Euripides had frankly put forward, not

only as the usage of heroic times, but even of his own day—the

enforced concubinage of female captives, however noble, and

the very slight social stain which such a misfortune entailed.

On this I have elsewhere commented.^ The ode on the

advantages of noble birth "* strikes me as peculiarly Pindaric in

tone and diction—more so than any other of Euripides' choral

songs. The tirade ^
against the dangers of admitting gossiping

female visitors to one's house seems just like what Aristophanes
would recommend, and may be a serious advice intended by
the poet.

§ 206. The HeracleidcB, a play less studied than it deserves,
owes some of this neglect to its bad preservation. It dates

somewhere in 01. 88-90, and celebrates the honourable conduct

of Athens in protecting the suppliant children of Heracles, and
her victory over the insolent Argive king Eurystheus, who in-

vades Attica to recover the fugitives. The play was obviously
intended as a political document, directed against the Argive

party in Athens during the Peloponnesian War. It is cer-

tain that at this agitated time the tragic stage, which should

'
vy. 693, sq.

* The contrasts between the conception of Vergil and that of Euripides
have been admirably pointed out by Patin, Euripide, i. p. 291.

» Social Greece, p. 119.
• vv. 764, sq.

» vv. 930, sq.

z 2
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have been devoted to joys and griefs above mean earthly-

things, was degraded, as its modern analogue the pulpit has

often been, to be a political platform, but a platform on which

one side only can have its say. But together with this main

idea, Euripides gives us a great many beautiful and afiecting

situations, and it may be said that for tragic interest none of his

plays exceed the first part, ending, unfortunately, with a huge

gap after the 629th line. Many critics have censured it in

ignorance of this capital fact, and also of some lesser mutila-

tions at the end, which is now, as we have it, clearly unfinished,

and therefore unsatisfactory.'

The play opens with the altercation between the violent

and brutal Argive herald, Kopreus, who is very like the herald

in ^schylus' Snpplices, and the faithful lolaos, who in extreme

age and decrepitude endeavours to guard the children of his old

comrade in arms. It is remarkable how Greek tragedians seem

consistently to ascribe this impudence and bullying to heralds,

so unlike those of Homer. The chorus interferes, and presently

Demophon appears, and dismisses the insolent herald, not with-

out being seriously tempted to do him violence. The poet

evidently had before him the other version of the legend, that

this herald was killed by the Athenians. But when the Athen-

ian king has undertaken the risk of protecting the fugitives,

the prophets tell him that a noble virgin must be sacrificed to

ensure his victory. This news gives rise to a pathetic scene of

despair in lolaos, who has been driven fiom city to city, and

sees no end to the persecution. But the old man's idle offer

of his own life is interrupted by the entrance of Macaria, one

of the Heracleidse, who when she hears of the oracle, calmly

offers herself, despising even the chance of the lot among her

sisters. Nothing can be finer than the drawing of this noble girl,

one of Euripides' greatest heroines. But unfortunately the

play breaks off before the narrative of her sacrifice, and there

is doubtless also lost a kovimos over her by Alcmena and the

' These lacunre are obvious from the fact that more than one ancient

citation from the play is not in our texts. Kirclihoff was {I believe) the

first to lay stress on this, and to seek the exact places where the gaps

occur. The name Macaria does not occur in the text.
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chorus. The interest of the spectator is then transferred to the

approaching battle, and the warhke fire of the decrepid lolaos,

who insists on going into the ranks
;
and as the putting on of

armour would, I suppose, have been impossible to an actor on

the Greek stage, the messenger, a servant of Hyllus, discreetly

offers to carry it till he has reached the field. The manifestly

comic drawing of lolaos in this scene appears to me a satire on

some effete Athenian general, who, like our Crimean generals,

undertook active service when no longer fit for it. But by a

miracle, which is presently narrated, he recovers his youth, and,

with Hyllus, defeats and captures Eurystheus. The mutilated

concluding scene is again a discussion of a matter of present

interest—the fate of prisoners taken in battle. Alcmena, with

the ferocity which Euripides generally depicts in old women, de-

mands his instant death. The choms insist that by the laws

of Hellenic warfare an adversary not killed in battle cannot be

afterwards slain without impiety. Eurystheus seems to facili-

tate his own death by prophesying that his grave will serve

Athens
;

in this, very like the later CEdipus at Colonus of

Sophocles
—a play with which the present has many features

in common. The chorus appears to yield ;
the real settlement

of the dispute is lost.

The imitations of this play are few. Dauchet's (1720) and

Marmontel's (1752) are said to contain all the vices of the

French tragedy in no ordinary degree. The only special edi-

tion quoted is that of Elmsley. To many ordinary students of

Greek literature the very name of Macaria is unknown,

§ 207. I take up the Siipplices next, of which the date, also

uncertain (most probably 420 B.C., shortly after the battle of

Delium), is not far removed from that of the Heracleidcs, and

of which the plan is very similar, though the politics are quite

different. For as in the former play hostility to Argos, and its

wanton invasion of Attica, were prominent, so here alliance and

eternal friendship with Argos are most solemnly inculcated. If

it be true, as all critics agree, that these plays were brought on
the stage within three or four years of one another, during the

shifting interests and alliances of the Peloponnesian War, it

will prove how completely Euripides regarded them as tem-
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porary political advices, varying with the situation, and in

which the inconsistencies were not of more importance than

would be the inconsistencies in a volume of political speeches.

I think, moreover, that we may clearly perceive in the discus-

sions on monarchy, democracy, and general statecraft, which

lead away the characters from their proper business, a growing

tendency in tragedy to become a written record, and to appeal

to a reading public, instead of the listening crowd in the

theatre. Euripides, in the long and interesting debate between

the Theban herald and Theseus, is so conscious of this, that

he makes Theseus comment on the volubility of the herald in

matters not concerning him, and wonder at his own patience in

replying to him. It is thus quite plain that what are called

rhetorical redundancies in this and other Euripidean plays are

deliberately admitted by the poet as subservient to an important

purpose
—that of the political education of the people from his

point of view.

The author of the argument, of which only a fragment

remains, regards the play as an encomium of Athens. But this

direct or indirect laudation of Athens occurs so perpetually all

through Greek tragedy, that it seems a mistake to make that

the main object of the play in which it differs only in degree
from so many others. I think the wearisome recurrence of

this feature, and the favour with which we know it was received,

bespeak a very vulgar vanity on the part of the Attic public,

and a great deficiency in that elegance and chastity of taste

which they and their modern critics perpetually arrogate as

their private property.

This play is among the best of Euripides. After a short

prologue from ^thra—which is really an indirect prayer to

Demeter at Eleusis—the chorus enters with a truly ^schylean

parodos, as indeed, all through"The" play, the chorus takes a

prominent part in the action. It consists of the seven mothers

of the slain chiefs before Thebes, together with their seven

attendants. At the end of the play there is, besides, a chorus

of the orphans. The long dialogue between Theseus and

Adrastus, who accompanies the suppliants, is full ofbeauty, and

also of proverbial wisdom, on which account it has been also
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considerably interpolated. Theseus is, as usual, represented as

a constitutional monarch, who practically directs a democracy—
probably on the model afforded by Pericles. But when he

determines to help the suppliants and to send a herald to

demand the burying ofthe slain, he is anticipated by the Theban

herald, who comes to threaten Theseus and to warn him not to

take these steps. The long discussion between them, ending, as

usual, in an agitated stretto of stichomuthia,' is the most interest-

ing exponent of the poet's political views in all his extant works.

The two divisions of seven in the chorus sing an amoebean

strain of anxious suspense, till in a few moments a messenger '^
'•"

comes in, and (in violation of the unity of time) narrates at vi^-i^rU^

length Theseus' victory. Then come in the bodies of the slain ;^ ^v

chiefs with Theseus, and there follows a great lamentation

scene, in which Adrastus speaks the eloge of each. Presently

Evadne, the wife of Capaneus, and sister of Hippomedon,
followed upon the stage by her father Iphis, from whom she

has escaped in the madness of her grief, enters upon a high
cliff over the stage, and casts herself into the pyre. The
laments of Iphis are written with peculiar grace. The con-

tinued wailing of the two choruses, children and parents of the

seven chiefs, are interrupted by Adrastus' promise of eternal

gratitude. Lastly, Athene comes in ex machina in a perfectly

otiose and superfluous manner, to enforce the details of the

treaty between Athens and Argos.

The subject had been already treated in yEschylus's Eleii-

stmafts. The celebrity of the present play may be inferred from

the dream of Thrasyllus, on the night before Arginusae, that he

and his six colleagues were victorious in playing the PhxnisscB

against the hostile leader's Supplices, in the theatre of Athens,
but that all his colleagues were dead. Elmsley's and G. Her-

mann's are the best editions, Elmsley's completing Markland's

labours.

§ 208. The Hecuba was brought out before the Clouds of

Aristophanes, where it is alluded to (in 01. 89, i). From a

' M. Patin (ii. p. 195) notices this just representation of nature by
the Greek tragic poets, for discussions, at first cool, are apt to become

violent, and compares it to the parallel feature in the modern opera.
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further allusion in the play itself to the Deliac festival, restored

in 01. 88, 3. it seems tolerably certain that it must have ap-

peared in 01. 88,4 (425 B.C.), and may therefore have been

earlier than the plays last mentioned. But it belongs to the same

period of the poet's style, and differs considerably in this

respect from the Troadcs, vi'hich treats almost the same sub-

ject, but vi^as brought out eight or nine years later. I will

therefore not discuss them in conjunction, as some critics

have done, but follow in preference the order of time. The

Hecuba has always been a favourite play, and has not only

been frequently imitated, but edited ever since Erasmus' time

for school use. It is by no means so replete with political

allusions as the SuppUces, and is on the whole a better tragedy,

though not so interesting to read. It treats of the climax of

Hecuba's misfortunes, the sacrifice of Polyxena at the grave of

Achilles,' and the murder of Polydorus, her youngest son, by
hisThracian host, Polymestor. The chorus of Trojan captives

sings odes of great beauty, especially that on the fall of Ilium,
^

but does not enter into the action of the play. The pleading of

Hecuba with Odysseus, who comes to take Polyxena, is full

of pathos ;
and so is the noble conduct of the maiden, who is

a heroine of the same type as Macaria, but varied with that

peculiar art of Euripides which never condescends to repeat

itself. Macaria has the highest motive for her sacrifice—the

salvation of her brothers and sisters. Polyxena is sacrificed to

an enemy, and by enemies, and is therefore obliged to face

death without any reward save the escape from the miseries

and disgrace of slavery. Yet though she dwells upon these very

strongly, she seems to regret nothing so much as the griefs of

her wretched and despairing mother.

The narrative of her death (which in Macaria's case is unfor-

tunately lost) forms a beautiful conclusion to the former half of

the play, which is divided, like many of Euripides', between two

interests more or less loosely connected. In the present play

' It is to be noted that the scene being laid in Thrace, and the tomb of

Achilles being in the Tread, the so-called unity of place is here violated,

as often elsewhere in Greek tragedy.
^ vv. 905, sq. : av ixiv, S> iraTph 'IXtax, /c.r.A.
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the nexus, though merely accidental, is most artfully devised, for

the fellow slave, who goes to fetch water for Polyxena's funeral

rites, finds the body of Polydorus tossing on the shore. This

brings out the fierce element in the heart-broken mother. She

debates, in an aside not common on the Greek stage,' whether

she will plead her case of vengeance to Agamemnon, and then

she does so with great art, if not with dignity. Upon his acquie-

scence, she carries out her plot vigorously, murders Polymestor's

children, and blinds the king himself, whose wild lamentations,

with Hecuba's justification by Agamemnon, and the Thracian's

gloomy prophecies, conclude the play. The change of the

heart-broken Hecuba, when there is nothing more to plead for,

from despair to savage fury, is finely conceived, and agrees with

the cruelty which Euripides is apt to attribute to old women in

other plays. M. Patin compares her to the Margaret in Shak-

speare's Richard III. Nevertheless Hecuba's lamentation for

her children is conceived in quite a different spirit from that of

the barbarous Thracian, who is like a wild beast robbed of its

whelps, as the poet more than once reminds us.

It may fairly be doubted whether Sophocles' Polyxena was

superior, or even equal to Euripides' heroine. Ennius selected

the Hecuba for a translation, which was admired by Cicero and

Horace. Vergil and Ovid recur to the same original in some of

their finest writing. The earliest modern versions were by Eras-

mus into Latin, Lazare Baif into French, and Dolce into Italian.

In Hamlet the sorrows of Hecuba are alluded to as proverbial,

but probably in reference to Seneca's play, which will be con-

sidered when we come to the Troades. Contaminations of the

two plays were common in France all through the seventeenth

and eighteenth centuries. M. Patin selects for special censure

those of Pradon (1679), and Chateaubrun (1755). Porson and

G. Hermann have spent criiical labour on the recension and

illustration of this play ;
the scholia upon it are unusually full.

There was an anonymous English version called '

Hecuba, a

tragedy,' catalogued as by Rich. West, Lord Chancellor of Ire-

' This feature recurs in the famous dialogue between Ion and Creusa

{Ion, 424, sq.), and elsewhere in that play, and may belong to the later

style of Euripides.
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land, published in London in 1726.^ Though the author, who

does not name himself, says nothing about his handling of

the play, and speaks of it as a translation, he has made

notable changes ;
in fact, it is rather a French than a Greek

tragedy. The chouis and second messenger's speech are

omitted, and both Polymestor and Hecuba have attendants,

with whom they converse. The plot is considerably changed.
I have never seen any copy of this rare print, except that in

the Bodleian I^ibrary.

§ 209. The Raging Heracles (iipaK\F]Q fxaivoiiivoc), which

is among the plays preserved to us by the Florentine MS.

called C, is one of the most precious remains of Euripides, and

is full of the deepest tragic pathos. It seems to have been

brought out about 01. 90, a year or two later than the Hecuba,

and is counted one of his best plays in metre and diction by
the critics. Here, again^ as in the Hecuba, two apparently

distinct actions are brought together really by an unity of in-

terest, but technically by a new prologue of Iris, who explains

the sequel of the drama. Nothing can be more suited to

excite our pity and terror than the plot, unconventional as it is.

The prior part of the play, which is constructed very like that

of the A?id)vtnache and the Heracleidce, turns upon the persecu-

tion of the father, wife, and children of the absent Heracles,

by Lycos, tyrant of Thebes. With a brutal frankness then often

appearing in Athenian politics, but which it was fashionable to

ascribe to tyrants, he insolently insists upon their death, and

proposes to drive them from their asylum in the temple of Zeus

by surrounding them with fire. The aged Amphitryon is for

excuses and delays, in the hope of some chance relief, and

shows far more desire for life than the youthful Megara, who
faces the prosj^ect of death with that boldness and simplicity

often found in Euripides' heroines. Her character is drawn

with great beauty, as is also the attitude of the chorus of old

men, who fire up in great indignation at Lycos, but feel unable

to resist him. When the woeful procession of the family of

' It was brought out at Drury Lane Theatre
; but. as the author com-

plains in his preface, 'a rout of young Vandals in the galleries intimidated

the young actresses, disturbed the audience, and prevented all attention.'
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Heracles, who have obtained the single favour of attiring

themselves within for their death, reappears on the stage, and

Megara has taken sad farewell of her sons, Heracles suddenly

appears ;
and there follows a splendid scene of explanation,

and then of vengeance, the tyrant being slain within, in the

hearing of the chorus, just as in the parallel scene of the Aga-
memnon. The chorus sing a hymn of thanksgiving ;

and so

this part of the drama concludes.

But at the end of the ode they break out into horror at the

sight of the terrible image of Lytta, or Madness, whom Iris brings

down upon the palace, and explains that now Heracles is no lon-

ger protected by Fate, as his labours are over, and that he is

therefore open to Here's vengeance.' There is no adequate mo-

tive alleged for this hatred, but before a Greek audience it was so

Avell admitted as to be reasonably assumed by the poet. The
dreadful catastrophe follows, and takes place during an agitated

and broken strain of the chorus, who see the palace shaking,

and hear the noise, but learn the details from a messenger in

a most thrilling speech. The devoted wife and affectionate

children, whom Heracles has just saved from instant death,

have been massacred by the hero himself in his frenzy; and he

was on the point of slaying his father, when Athena appeared
in armour, and struck him down into a swoon. The awaken-

ing of Heracles, the scene of explanation between him and

Amphitryon which follows, the despair of the hero, who 13

scarcely saved from suicide by the sympathy ofTheseus, and who
at last departs with him for Athens—all this is worked out in

the poet's greatest and most pathetic style. M. Patin specially
notices the profound pyschology in painting the method of

Heracles' madness, so unlike the vague rambling often put

upon the stage, and compares with this scene the parallel one
in the Orestes. The awakening of the hero may be intended

to rival the corresponding scene in Sophocles' Ajax, to which the

play shows many striking resemblances. Indeed, the resolve

of Heracles to face life, after his pathetic review of his ever-

' The student should notice the trochaic tetrameters here, which be-

come more frequent in Euripides' late plays, so affording an internal test

where there is no date.
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increasing troubles, is far nobler and more profoundly tragic

than Ajax' resolve to fly from disgrace by a voluntary death.

The choral odes are of great, though not of equal, merit, es-

pecially the famous complaint against age, and praise of youth,'

so like Shakspeare's Crabbed Age and Youth ; indeed, the whole

play is well worthy of greater study than it usually receives.

The sceptical outbreaks against Zeus and other gods are here par-

ticularly bold, but are tempered by the poet's splendid utterance,

that all their crimes are but '

the inventions of idle singers.'

The praise of archery
^ seems to imply a feeling that light-

armed troops were coming into fashion, and that their usefulness

was now recognised. We know that Plutarch was fond of this

play, and Cicero refers to the ode on old age in his tract De
Senedute. We have a Hercules Furens among the plays of Seneca,

exhibiting all the faithless and inartistic copying ofgreat models

which we find in the other Latin tragedies of this school. Weck-

lein's ed. of Klotz (1877) is the most useful. We can now
recommend the admirable tran-lation in Mr. Browning's Aris-

tophanes Apology, as giving English readers a thoroughly faithful

idea of this splendid play. The choral odes are, moreover, done

justice to, and translated into adequate metre—in this an im-

provement on the Aleestis, to which I have already referred.

§ 210. The Ion seems to date from the same period. The
mention of the obscure piomontory of Rhion, where a great
Athenian victory was gained in 429, and the stress iaid on the

architectural wonders at Delphi, where the Athenians, accord-

ing to Pausanias, built a stoa in honour of the victory, seem to

fix it not earlier than 425. But the prominence of monodies in

the play rather points to a more recent date, when Euripides was

about to pass into his later style. The play is no tragedy, but a

melodrama with an ingenious plot full of surprises, and was cer-

tainly one of the earliest examples of the kind of plan adopted

by the genteel (or new) comedy of the next century. Were
there not great religious and patriotic interests at stake, which

make the play serious throughout, it might more fairly be called

a comedy than the Alcestis or Orestes. Even the most violent

detractors of Euripides are obliged to acknowledge the perfec-

' vv. 637, sq.
' vv. 190, sq.
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tion of this play, which is frequently called the best he has left

us. But surely excellence of plot in a Greek play is not so

high a quality as great depth of passion and sentiment. The

Ion, however, is not failing in these, the peculiar province of

the older tragedy, which has but little plot.

Passing by Hermes' prologue, which is tedious and dull, and
'

is in my opinion altogether spurious, though defended by good ^

critics, we come to the proper opening scene, one of the most

beautiful of the Greek stage, in which Ion, the minister ofApollo's

temple at Delphi, performs his morning duties about the temple,

and drives away the birds which are hovering round the holy

precincts.' There is no character in all Greek tragedy like this

Ion, who reminds one strongly of the charming boys drawn by
Plato in such dialogues as Charmides and Lysis. In purity and

freshness he has been compared to Giotto's choristers, and

has afforded Racine his masterpiece of imitation in the Joas

of the Athalie. But I would liken him still more to the child

Samuel, whose ministrations are painted with so exquisite

a grace in the Old Testament. For Euripides represents

him to us at the moment when his childlike innocence, and

absence of all care, are to be rudely dissipated by sudden con-

tact with the stormy passions and sorrows of the world. The

chorus (of Creusa's retinue) come m to wonder at the temple and

its sculptures ;
and presently Creusa herself enters to inquire of

the god, cloaking her case under the guise of a friend's distress.

Then follows a scene of mutual confidences between the

unwitting son and mother, which is full of tragic interest.

I will not pursue further the various steps by which Ion is

declared first a son of Xuthus, then hated of Creusa as a step-

child, then her attempt to murder him, and at last her recognition

of him by the clothes and ornaments with which she had exposed

him. The agitated monologue of Creusa, when confessing her

early shame, is in fine contrast to the innocent freshness of the

' Tn support of my belief in the spuriousness of the prologue, which,

if admitted, makes the whole splendid dialogue of Ion and Creusa idle

repetition, I may mention that the Andromeda and Iphigenia in AtiHs,

both without prologues, open with the actor's attention fixed on the

heavens, as in the monody of Ion.
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monologue of Ion. The refusal of the boy to follow his new
father to Athens is in thorough keeping with his character,

but expressed with such political insight as shows the poet

, plainly speaking through the character. As I noted two pro-

logues in the Heracles^ so here there are two resolutions of the

plot
—as it were, two dii ex machina^ono. by the Delphic

', priestess, the other by Athena, who appears at the end to re-

J move all doubt. With very good taste Apollo, who could

I hardly appear with dignity, and Xuthus, who has been deceived,

, i are kept out of sight. But in spite of much sceptical question-

ing and complaint, the chorus insists at the end that the gods'

ways are not our ways, and that their seeming injustices are

made good in due time. This and the glorifying of the mythic
ancestors of the Athenians are the lessons conveyed in the spirit

of the play. We can hardly call Creusa one of Euripides'

heroines, for she is altogether a victim of circumstances, but

still she powerfully attracts our sympathy in spite of her weak

and sudden outburst of vindictiveness. The situation of a dis-

tracted mother seeking her son's death unwittingly was again
used by Euripides, apparently with great success, in the Cres-

phontfs, from which one beautiful choral fragment remains.

The chorus in this play is more than elsewhere the accom-

plice, and even the guilty accomplice, of the chief actress, and

its other action is merely that of curious observers, if we ex-

cept one most appropriate ode,' in which Euripides draws a fairy

picture of Pan playing to the goddesses, who dance on the grassy

top of the Acropolis, while he sits in his grotto beneath. The

grotto is there still,^ and so are the ruined temples, but no ima-

gination can restore the grace and the holiness of the scene,

now a wreck of stones and dust, of pollution and neglect.

There have been fewer imitations of this play than might be

expected. It was translated into German by Wieland, and about

the same time (1803) brought on the stage at Weimar by A. W.

' vv. 452, sq.
^ This play decides a question which has divided archaeologists, whether

the grottoes of Apollo and of Pan, on the northern slope of the Acropolis,
were identical or not. A comparison of vv. 502-4 with v. 938 shows that

they were the same.
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Schlegel, but unfortunately in a very vulgar and degraded version,

which gave Xuthus a principal part and produced Apollo on

the stage, and which so displeased the Weimar students, that old

Goethe, in imitation of whose Iphignna the play was written, and

who had taken great pains about its representation, was obliged

to stand up and command silence in the pit. There was an

English imitation by W. Whitehead in 1754. The Ion of Tal-

fourd has only the general conception of Ion in common with

the Greek play, from which it is in no sense imitated. As to com-

mentaries, after Hermann's recension (182 7) we have three most

scholarly editions by C. Badham (185 1, 1S53, and 1861), of

which the second is the fullest and best, but in all the critical

powers of the author and the unmistakeable influence of Cobet

are apparent.

§ 211. The Troades came out in 415 b.c. as the third play
with the Alexander and Palamedes : it was followed by the

Sisyphus as the satyrical piece. It was defeated by a tetralogy

of Xenokles—the GLdipus, Lycaon, Bacchce, and Athamas.

Treating of the same subject as the Hecuba, it somewhat varies

the incidents and the characters, the death of Astyanax sup-

planting that of Polyxena, and both Cassandra and Andromache

appearing. There is, however, far less plot than in the Hecuba,
and we miss even the satisfaction of revenge. It is indeed more

absolutely devoid of interest than any play of Euripides, for it

is simply 'a voice in Ramah, and lamentation—Rachel weeping
for her children, and would not be comforted, because they were

not.' It is the prophet's roll
' which was written within and with-

out with mourning and lamentation and woe.' Nevertheless the

wild and poetic fervour of Cassandra reminds us of the great

passage in the Agamemnon. The litigious scene in which Hecuba
and Helen argue before Menelaus, and the constant appear-
ances of Talthybius, are not agreeable diversions. Above all, the

ruthless murder of the infant Astyanax is too brutal to be fairly

tolerable in any tragedy. As regards the loose connection of

the scenes, Patin very properly' shows how, in what maybe
called Euripides' episodic pieces, he reverts to the trilogistic idea

of yEschylus, but crowds together the loosely connected plays
'

»• 333-
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of the trilogy into the loosely connected scenes of a single play.

This sort of tragedy, which is in effect very like the old lyrical

pieces, such as the SuppUces and Pe7-sce, was put on the stage

in contrast to the tragedies of intrigue, the one being in-

tended to affect the heart, the other to excite the imagination of

the spectator. The main sign of Euripides' later style is the

prevalence of monodies, in which he excels, in spite of all

Aristophanes' ridicule, and which are the most splendid features

in both the Ion and in this play.

The many imitations have so naturally contaminated the

Troades with the Hecuba, that it is not easy to treat them sepa-

rately. Several passages in Vergil's ^neid, such as the appeal
of Juno to ^olus, and the awful picture of the fall of Troy,
are plainly adopted from the Troades. The Troades of Seneca

is considered by good critics as the finest of that collection of

Latin plays, and, in spite of its faults of tinsel, of false rhetoric,

and of overdone sentiment, has real dramatic merit. The
deaths of Polyxena and of Astyanax are both wrought in, thus

copying features from each of Euripides' tragedies. But there is

a very splendid tragic scene added on the attempts of Andro-

mache to deceive Ulysses, and hide her child. Her violent

fury and her threats are, however, foreign to the conception
of both Homer, Vergil, and Euripides. Thus again, Seneca's

Talthybius is led into sceptical doubts at the sight of the

Trojan misfortunes, and a whole chorus is devoted to the

denial of any future life—a grave and inartistic anachronism.

There is a French Troades by Garnier (1578), built as much
on Seneca as on Euripides, one by Sallebray (1640), and

numerous obscure plays towards the end of the last century. I

cannot but think that the epics of Homer and Vergil have been

the real reason of the great popularity of these subjects upon
the stage. I do not suppose that either of Euripides' plays
would have sufficed to lead the fashion.

§ 212. The Helena, which comes to us, like some other plays,

through the Florentine codex C alone, and in a very corrupt
and much corrected state, has been placed very low among the

plays of Euripides. It seems to have come out with the

Anaromeda, in .}i2 h.c. (01. 91, 4). and was certainly ridiculed
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with it by Aristophanes in his ThesDiopJwriazuscz, not without

reason. The play is a very curious one, and to be placed on a

par with the Eledra (which distinctly
' alludes to

it)
on account

of its very free handling of the celebrated legend of the rape
of Helen. The version which kept the heroine in Egypt, and

denied that she had ever been in Troy, was first given by Stesi-

chorus, and was repeated by the Egyptian priests to Herodotus,
whose history did not appear till about this time. Stesichorus,

moreover, invented or found the notion of a phantom Helen

at Troy. The palinode of Stesichorus (cf above, p. 203) was very

celebrated, and is repeatedly alluded to by Plato. Neverthe-

less, it seems very bold to transfer to the stage the fancy of a

few literary men, or in any case to contradict the greatest and

the best established of all the popular myths. It is evident

that this innovation did not prosper. Isocrates, in his Enco-

mium^ takes no notice of it, and no modern has attempted to

reproduce it except the German Wieland. Apart from this

novelty, there is throughout a friendly and even respectful hand-

ling of Sparta and the Spartans, which contradicts the general
tone of the poet's mind, and stands, I think, alone among
his extant plays. Again, though there is much scepticism ex-

pressed, especially of prophecies, as was his wont at this period,
the noblest character is a prophetess, who possesses an unerring

knowledge of the future. Menelaus, too, who is elsewhere a

cowardly and mean bully, is here a ragged and distressed, but

yet bold and adventurous hero, with no trace of his usual stage
attributes. And, lastly, Helen is a faithful and persecuted

wife, though in the Troades, which shortly preceded, and the

Orestes, which followed, this play, she appears in the most odious

colours, and in accordance with the received myth. All these

anomalies make the Helena a problem hard to understand, and
still harder when we compare it with the masterly Iphigenia in

Tauris, which is laid on exactly the same plan, and is yet so

infinitely greater, and better executed. The choral odes are

quite in the poet's later style, full of those repetitions of words
which Aristophanes derides.^ The ode on the sorrows of

• V. 1271.
* Mr. Browning has not failed to reproduce this Euripidean feature with

VOL. I. A A



3S4 HISTORY OF GREEK LITERATURE. CH. xvir.

Demeter is absolutely irrelevant, though gracefully com-

posed.

Nevertheless, there is at least one scene, that of the recog-
nition of Menelaus and the real Helen, witnessed by an old and

faitliful servant, which is of the highest merit in beauty and

pathos, and we wonder how the poet should have chosen

that mythical couple, whose conjugal relations in all his other

tragedies were most painful, to exemplify the purest and most

enduring domestic affection. This recognition scene should

take its place in Greek literature with the matchless scene in

the Odyssey, for the love of husband and wife was rarely

idealised by the Greeks, and these grand exceptions are worthy
i of especial note. I suppose that by this bold contradiction not

only of the current view of Helen, but of his own treatment of

her and Menelaus in other plays, the poet meant to teach that

the myths were only convenient vehicles for depicting human

1 character and passion, and had no other value. Since Her-

mann's recension, the most important special edition is that of

Badham,^ who has done much for the text.

§ 213. We may choose next in order the Iphigenia among
the Tauri, a play of unknown date, but evidently a late produc-
tion of the poet's, to judge from the metres, the prevalence of

monodies, and the irrelevant choruses. It is very like in plot to

the Helena. In fact, the main elements are the same in both

plays. Iphigenia, like Helen, is carried off by a special interpo-

sition of the gods to a barbarous land, where she is held in

honour, but pines to return to her home. Both plays turn on the

mutual recognition of the heroines and their deliverers, the hus-

band and the brother, and then upon the dangers of the escape,

the deceiving of the barbarian king in attaining it, and the supe-

rior seamanship and courage of the Greek sailors. But in this

second play, Euripides has not contradicted any received myth,

or distorted any well-known mythical type, and has, moreover,

woven in the mutual friendship of Orestes and Pylades, and

great art and admirable effect in his version of the Heracles. We might

adduce examples from a totally diflercnt school, the lyrics of Uhland and

riatcn, and how henutiful they are !

'

Along with the Iph. Taur. in 1851.
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made Iphigenia a heroine not only of situation, but of character.

In both plays, though he has not scrupled to make barliarians

talk good Greek, he has avoided the objections to a barbarian

chorus, by giving the heroine a following of Greek attendants,
who are naturally her accomplices. They even interfere actively
in the Helena by literally laying hold of the enraged king, and

striving to turn away his vengeance from his priestess sister;

in the Iphigenia, by the more questionable expedient (unique,
I think, in the extant tragedies) of telling the anxious mes-

senger a deliberate falsehood to delay the king's knowledge
of the prisoners' and the priestess' escape.'

The prologue, spoken by Iphigenia herself, explains how she
had been snatched from under the knife of Calchas and carried

by Artemis to the Tauric Chersonese, where, as her priestess,
she was obliged to prepare for sacrifice (Euripides has here

artistically softened the fierce legend) such luckless strangers as

were cast upon the coast. Doubtless early Greek discoverers

and adventurous merchantmen often met this fate at the hands
of the wild Scythians, and it added to the excitement which

enveloped the commerce of the early Greeks— '

cette race,'

says Dumas, 'qui a fait du commerce une poe'sie.' The
first ode of the chorus ^ embodies this feeling with great spirit.

But Iphigenia has been agitated by a dream, which portends
to her the death of Orestes, upon whom she had long fixed

her vague and undefined hopes of restoration to her home.
The dream is admirably conceived, but it seems to me that the

absolute certainty which it breeds in her mind, and her conse-

quent sacrifice of libations, is somewhat of a flaw in the action
of the play. At no epoch have men been forthwith persuaded
by mere dreams without any other evidence. In the next scene
Orestes and Pylades appear, who have been directed by Apollo,
in spite of the acquittal before the Areopagus, to complete the

recovery of Orestes by carrying off the image of the Tauric

goddess to Attica—a detail which gives the story a local interest to

' It is remarkable that Iphigenia addresses them individually (vv.
1067, sq.)—a device not elsewhere used in Greek tragedy, so far as I can
remember. Cf. Patin, iv. 109, on the point.

2 vv. 392, sq.

A A 2
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the audience. The long responsive monodies of Iphigenia andl

the chorus over their funeral libations are interrupted by the

fine narrative of a shepherd, who tells of the discovery of the

friends, the madness of Orestes, the devotion of Pylades, and

the difficult capture of the heroic young men. The soliloquy of

Iphigenia when she hears the news is peculiarly beautiful.'

After the above-mentioned most appropriate chorus, they are

led in bound, and there ensues between Iphigenia and Orestes

the finest dialogue left us by any Greek tragic poet. At its close

she proposes to save Orestes and send him with a letter to

Argos, but she is stayed by his devotion, for he will not escape

at the cost of his friend's life. The contest between Orestes and

Pylades, as to which should sacrifice himself for the other, has

afforded all the imitators great scope for a dramatic scene, but

was evidently not prominent to Euripides, who treats it with

some reserve and coldness. The recognition by means of the

letter of which Iphigenia tells the contents has been praised ever

since Aristotle, and the ensuing scene may be compared with

the rejoicings of brother and sister in Sophocles' Electra, which

it closely resembles. The devices to overreach king Thoas, the

attempted flight and danger of the three friends, and the inter-

position of Athene conclude a play second to none of Euripides'

in depth of feeUng and ingenuity of construction. The last ode

on the establishment of Apollo's worship at Delphi is perfectly

irrelevant, but very Pindaric in style and feeling, and is, like

all the odes of the play, full of lyric beauty.

Aristotle mentions a play on the same subject by Polyidos,

in which Orestes was actually led to the altar, and recognised

by his passionate comparison of his own and his sister's fate.

' W 344—53 • ^ KapSia Td\.aiva, irplv fiev es ^euovs

yaArivhs ?icr9a Koi (fnKoiKTipfiuiv ael,

is Qovfi6<pv\ov a.vafj.erpov/x4vT] SaKpv,

"EWrivas diiSpas 7;i''k' f ^ X*V"^ \(i0ois.

vvv 5' ef oviipuv oTfftv riypidfifda,

SoKovff' 'Opfcrrrju firjKfO^ 7jA^o^' fiXfirew,

Svffvow fi.f Xi]i\ii(rff, o'lrivis ttoO' i]KfTe,

Kol tout'
i.p'' ?iv a\r)Ofs, pcrWyuiji', <pi\ai,

01 5u(rTux«?s yap rolcnv evrvx^o'Tfpois

avTol KaKws irpd^avTis ov (ppovovffiv tii.
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Sophocles had composed an Aletcs, and an Erigone, both based

on the adventures of the characters upon their return to Greece.

Euripides was imitated perhaps by Ennius, certainly by Pacuvius

in his famous Duloj-eslcs, in which, according to Cicero, the

mutual contest of the friends to encounter death for each other

excited storms of applause. One of the earliest Italian dra-

matists, Ruccellai, composed a Tauric Iphigenia about 1520.

There was another by Martello, about two centuries later. The
French dramatists insisted, as usual, on improving on Euripides,

especially by introducing a love affair. The Scythian king filled

the gap, and appeared on the stage, as the French say, en

soupirant. Even in Racine's sketch, which is preserved, and

which gives a short abstract of the matter for the scenes of a

first act, the king's son is enamoured of the heroine, and would

evidently have been made the means of saving Orestes and

Pylades from their impending death. This element was ex-

aggerated, and the splendours of a French court and of foreign

diplomacy added to the Oreste of Le Clerc and Boyer, and to

the Oreste et Pylade of Lagrange -Chancel, the supposed suc-

cessor of Racine. Guimond de la Touchers play (1757) is said

to be more simple, and pleased everybody at the time except
—

Voltaire, Grimm, and Diderot ! But with the aid of Gluck's

music, the opera of 1778 laid permanent hold of pubUc taste.
^

There yet remains the very famous Iphigenia of Goethe for

our consideration. This excellent play has been extolled far

beyond its merits by the contemporaries of its great author, but

is now generally allowed, even in Germany, to be a somewhat
unfortunate mixture of Greek scenery and characters with

modern romantic sentiment. It therefore gives no idea what-

ever of a Greek play, and of this its unwary reader should be

carefully reminded. Apart from the absence of chorus, and the

introduction of a sort of confidant of the king, Arkas, who does

nothing but give stupid and unheeded advice, the character of

Thoas is drawn as no barbarian king should have been drawn—
a leading character, and so noble that Iphigenia cannot bring
herself to deceive him, a scruple which an Athenian audience

• Gluck brought out both the Iph. Aid. and Taiir. Cf. Patin, iii. p. 6,

and iv. p. 127, who gives 1774 and 1778 as the years of their appearance.
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would have derided. Equally would they have derided Orestes*

proposal, of which Thoas approves, to prove his identity by
single combat, and still more the argument which Iphigenia

prefers to all outward marks—the strong yearning of her heart

to the stranger. The whole diction and tone of the play is,

moreover, full of idealistic dreaming, and conscious analysis
of motive, which the Greeks, who painted the results more

accurately, never paraded upon the stage. The celebrity of this

so-called imitation will aiford an excuse for so much criticism.

§ 214. The Eledra must have appeared during the closing

years of the Peloponnesian War, and was fresh in men's memory
when, as Plutarch tells us,' during the deliberations about the

fate of conquered Athens, a Phocian actor sung the opening

monody of Electra, and moved all to pity by the picture of

a whilome princess reduced to rags and to misery. The
incident is said to have had a distinct influence in saving the

city from destruction. This testimony to the merit of at

least one scene in the play is hardly admitted by the majority
of critics, who have made the Electra a source of perpetual
censure and perpetual amusement, and have generally set it

down as the weakest extant production of Euripides, and a

wretched attempt to treat with originality a subject exhausted

by his greater predecessors. I need not go into detail as regards
these objections, which have been set forth with great assurance

and with an air of high superiority by A. W. Schlegel, who never-

theless, as I have already stated (above, p. 351), himself sig-

nally failed in his endeavours to improve upon the Ion of the

despised Euripides.

Turning to the play itself, the first remark to be made
is that it was clearly meant as a critique on certain defects

in the earlier Ekdras. Apart from its intention as a drama, it

is a feuilldon sfirituci, as M. Patin calls it, and so far takes

its place with the literary criticism common in the Middle

Comedy. Euripides attacks^ the three various signs of re-

cognition which satisfied the simpler Electra of ^schylus,
viz. a likeness of colour and texture in the hair, an identity in

the size of the foot, shown by deep footprints, and the design

•

Lys. c, 15.
2 w, 524, sq.
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of a garment which must have been long since worn out. The
new Electra ridicules all these tokens, and passing by without

conmient the family ring used by Sophocles, is content with a

scar on the forehead of the unknown brother, which has not

escaped similar criticism, but which, we must remind the

triumphant objectors, is not discovered by the young princess,

but by an aged servitor, who had known Orestes as a child, and

was merely directed by this mark to tax his memory of the face.

As soon as the recognition is completed, the poet plainly criti-

cises the long and dramatically absurd scene of Electra's re-

joicing in Sophocles, by cutting short these ebullitions and

proceeding at once to the plot against the royal murderers.

He implies a censure of both his predecessors' economy by set-

ting aside as impossible and hopeless what they had admitted

without hesitation—an attack on the reigning tyrants in their

own palace
—and makes the success of the attempt turn on the

absence of both from their fortress and their guards. This

alters the plan of his play ;
he represents ^gisthus as slain at

a sacrifice to which he had invited the strangers, and Clytem-
nestra as enticed to visit Electra's peasant home under pretence
of a family sacrifice. But tliese are only external points.

The really important ethical criticism of his predecessors is

his approval of ^schylus, and condemnation of Sophocles, in

painting the hesitation of Orestes when he sees his mother ap-

proaching, and the outburst of dread and of remorse in both

brother and sister when the deed is done—a pointed contrast to

the happy piety of the pair in Sophocles (above, p. 289), where

the voice of Apollo's oracle sets at rest every scruple of filial duty
or of natural conscience. In other respects Euripides' Electra

is nearer to the conception of Sophocles : she is harder and

fiercer than her brother, and is brought in acting at the matri-

cide, instead of being more delicately removed from the action,

as in the play of ^schylus. But he seems to me to have in-

tended it as a further, and a sound, criticism on the improba-
bilities of the earlier stage, when he represents ^gisthus
as unable to bear with this sharp-tongued and furious Irre-

concileable in his palace, and the mother as a sort of weak

defender of her child, submitting to the ignoble compromise
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of marrying her to a peasant. He has moreover attributed

a certain gentle contrition to Clytemnestra,' which makes her

an amiable contrast to Electra, and excites some sympathy
in spite of her crimes, so that we ccme to look upon her as we

^o upon the queen in Hamlet, erring and even defending her

errors with criminal sophistry, but not reprobate. This point

gives peculiar bitterness to the remorse of the murderers, at

least in the spectator's mind.

If we continue our study of the play, and observe its

general temper, it strikes us as of all the extant tragedies

the most openly democratic in tone. In many other of his

plays, Euripides has represented trusty slaves of noble cha-

racter and self-devotion, and reiterated the sentiment that sla-

very is an accident, and that there is nobility in men of low

degree. But these instances are almost all in the retinue of

princes. In the present play Euripides not only puts peasants
on the tragic stage, but makes them the noblest and most

intelligent of his characters. Electra's husband is the moral

hero of the play, as Orestes testifies in a remarkable aside ;

^

the aged farmer from the Spartan frontier is the moving spirit

in the devising of the plot. Not only are these excellent

people in eveiy respect equal to their tragic parts, but the

obscurity of their life secures them from the misfortunes and

miseries to which great houses are almost hereditarily exposed.
Orestes and Electra are the playthings of oracles and family

curses, and of an ambitious position, which forces them into

exile and into crime. When the catastrophe is over, the poor

people who have helped them return to their simple and un-

eventful life, only altered by the gratitude of their princes. If

Euripides was indeed ever influenced by what the Germans call

the Ochlocracy, it was in this drama, where he vindicates the

dignity of the lower classes, and exhibits the dangers and respon-

sibilities of greatness. The grace and nature of the bucolic

scenes at the opening show a remarkable idyllic power in the

poet, unlike anything we possess before Theocritus, and we may
well wonder at the curious want of taste in the critics who
have ridiculed this part of the play

—
^ VV. II02-I0. * VV. 367, St],
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Triumphant play, wherein our poet first

Dared bring the grandeur of the Tragic Two
Down to the level of our common life,

Close to the beating of our common heart.'

The choral odes are sUght and unimportant ;
the fawning flat-

tery shown to Clytemnestra, whose danger they know, and

have prepared, exhibits a degradation very unusual in any
but the later plays of Sophocles or Euripides, when the chorus

was waning rapidly in importance. I cannot but think that

this play was rather intended for a reading public than for the

stage. Hence, though it never made its mark as a tragedy, it is

among the most characteristic and instructive pieces left us in

early criticism.

§ 215. The Orestes, brought out in 409 B.C. (in the archon-

ship of Diokles, 01. 92, 4), is agreed on all hands to exhibit

most strongly both the merits and defects of the author. In the

looseness and carelessness of the metre, in the crowding of in-

cidents at the end of the play, in the low tone of its morality—
they are all base, says the scholiast, except Pylades, and yet even

he advises a cold-blooded muider for revenge's sake—there is no

play of Euripides so disagreeable. On the other hand, for dra-

matic effect, as the same scholiast observes, there is none more

striking ;
but this applies only to the opening scenes. The sub-

ject is the same as that of ^schylus' Eiimenides, but instead of

visible Furies in visible pursuit, the consequences of remorse,

the horrors of a distraught imagination, and the suffering of

disease, are put upon the stage, and the purely human affection

of a sister seeks to relieve the woes which the gods can hardly
heal in yEschylus. Yet all through the play there are satiri-

cal and even comic elements, which have led to the reasonable

conjecture that it was meant, like the Alcestis, to supply the

l)lace of a satyric drama.

Thus, after Electra's prologue, of which Socrates is said

to have peculiarly admired the first three lines, Helen, who
has just arrived from sea, proposes to her to bring fune-

ral offerings to the tomb of Clytemnestra, under pretence
of her own unpopularity and Hermione's youth. This ab-

* R. Browning, Aristoph. Apol. p. 357.
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surdly tactless and evidently selfish request is politely but

venomously declined by Electra, who comments upon the

niggard offering of Helen's hair.^ The arrival of the chorus,
whom Electra strives with intense anxiety to quiet, for

fear of disturbing Orestes, leads to his awakening, and to

the famous scene, which has excited the wonder of all

its readers, and which I will not profane by a dry abridg-
ment.- The arrival of Menelaus leads to a dialogue which
shows him both cowardly and selfish

; but in the speech of old

Tyndareus, who comes in to urge the death of Orestes, and to

dissuade Menelaus from interfering, there are most wise and

politic reflections on the majesty of the law, and the necessity
of submitting men's passions to its calm decrees. Granting,
he argues, that Clytemnestra did murder his father—a most

shocking crime, which he will not palliate
—Orestes should

have brought an action against her, and ejected her for-

mally from his palace,^ but not have propagated bloody
violence from generation to generation.'* This very en-

lightened argument, one which was familiar to the Athenian

democracy of the day, but has not since asserted itself until

now, and even now only partially through Europe, is surely
the most advanced and modern. feature in the literature of the

Periclean age. The character of Pylades, who supports
the tottering Orestes to the public assembly, where his fate

is to be decided, their touching affection, and the sarcas-

tic description of the meeting and of the speakers, in which

critics have found portraits of the demagogue Cleophon and of

* W. 126-31 : S) (t>vcrts, eV avOpwiroKXiv ws fiey' el KaK6v,

ff<)iTripi6v re rots Ka\ois KSKTTjyUeVois.

elfSere irap' aKpas ws airfOpia^v Tpixas,

ffdi^ovaa KaWos ;
ecrri S' rj iraKai yvvr],

deol ere /xiff-ijafiav, Sis
/J.'' ctirwAeeray

Kal rduSi Traadv 6' 'EWdS', S> rdXaiu' iytv.

* w. 21 1 -3 13.
' vv. 496-502.

*
523-25 : afivvw 5', SffovTrep Swards elfii, rf v6fji<f,

rb' OripiciSes tovto Kal mat(p6i/ov

iravwv, t) Ka\ yvv Kal iroXus oWvcr' ael
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Socrates '—all this is still on a high level, and worthy of its

great author. But when Orestes and Electra turn, at the

advice of Pylades, from pathetic laments to revenge, and

invoke the aid of Agamemnon to murder Helen and Electra,

our sympathies are estranged, and no interest remains except
in the very comic appearance of the Phrygian slave, and his

remarkable monody. The reconciliation and betrothal of

the deadly enemies at the end is plainly a parody on such

denouements. There are, as usual, many sceptical allusions

throughout the play, and one remarkable assertion of physical

philosophy.2

Though the quotations and indirect imitations of the

Orestes, as well as translations from the great scene, have

been frequent in all ages, the defects of the whole as a play have

naturally prevented any direct reproduction on the modern

stage. The famous lines upon the blessed comfort of sleep

to the anxious and the distressed, may be paralleled in many
conscious imitations, yet in none of them more closely than

in two passages of Shakspeare.
The ravings of Orestes have suggested to Goethe his wild

wanderings at the moment when his sister declares herself;

but anyone who will compare the elaborate and far-fetched

images of Goethe's, with the infinite verity and nature of Euri-

pides' scene, will see how far the great imitator here falls be-

hind his model. Above all, Goethe misses the truth of mak-

ing the moment of waking a moment of calm and sanity, and

cures Orestes suddenly, upon the prayer of his sister and a

manly personal appeal from Pylades. So much nearer were

the Greeks to nature !

The actors have tampered a good deal with the text, as may
be seen from the many lines rejected by later critics, but our

text is exceptionally noted in the MSS. as corrected by a col-

lation of divers copies. The second argument, which discusses

why Electra should sit at Orestes' feet, and not his head, is a

curious specimen of Alexandrian or rather Byzantine pedantry.
There are special recensions by Hermann and Porson.

'\

§ 216. The Fkocnissce seem to have appeared, according to a

* vv. 866-959.
* vv. 982, sq.
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very corrupt and doubtfully emended prefatory note in a Vene-
tian MS., along with the (Eno7naus and C/uysippi/s,^ of which
a few fragments remain. It gained the second prize in the

archonship of an unknown Nausicrates,^ probably during 01.

93. It is really a tragedy on the woes of the house of Labdacus,
but is called after its chorus, which is composed of Phoenician

maidens on their way to Delphi, and stopped on their passage

through Thebes by the invasion of the Seven Chiefs under
Adrastus. There would indeed be some difficulty in naming
the play otherwise, for it is an episodic one, consisting ofa series

of pictures, all connected vnih. CEdipus' family, but without one
central figure among the nine characters—an unusual number
—who successively appear. The name Thebais, given to it by
modern imitators, suggests an epos and not a drama. Perhaps
locasta is the most prominent figure, but yet her death is, so

to speak, only subsidiary to the sacrifice of Menoekeus, and
the mutual slaughter of the brothers. All the scenes of
the play, though loosely connected, are full of pathos and

beauty, and hence no piece of Euripides has been more fre-

quently copied and quoted. The conception of the two
brothers is very interesting. Polynices, the exile and assail-

ant, is the softer character, and relents in his hate at the

moment of his death. Eteocles, on the contrary, is made, with

real art, to die in silence
;

for he is a hard and cruel tyrant,
and defends his case by a mere appeal to possession of the

throne, and the determination to hold by force so great a

prize. Antigone is introduced near the opening only for the

sake of the celebrated scene on the wall, when her old nur-

sery slave 3
tells her the various chiefs, as in the scene

'

According to Meineke {Com. Frag. ii. 904, note) the schol. on
Ran. 44 would imply that it came out as the middle play with the Hyp-
sipyle and Antiope, and won the first prize. But the scholiast may be re-

ferring to these plays as separate specimens of Euripides' excellence, and he

only calls them KoXa, which implies general approbation, but not neces-

sarily the first place.
^ Dindorf suggests that he was a suffectus, or locum towns, the proper

archon having died or resigned.
^

TToiSaycoyJs. Schiller, in his version of the passage, is seduced by
French influences, I suppose, into calling him the Hofmcisier.
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between Helen and Priam in the Iliad. ^ She again ap-

pears at the close, with the features given her by Sophocles

in his Antigone and CEdipus Coloneiis combined. Perhaps

the most brilliant part of the play is the dialogue between

the brothers, and locasta's efforts to reconcile them, fol-

lowed by the narrative of their death-struggle. The speech

of Eteocles,^ asserting that as he holds the tyranny he will keep
it by force in spite of all opposition, is a peculiarly character-

istic passage, and may be compared with the advice given to

Solon by his friends (above, p. 177). If the choruses, which are

very elegant, do not help the action of the play, and are rather

calm contemplations of the mythical history of Thebes, Euri-

pides might defend himself by pleading that he had accordingly

assigned them to a body of foreign maidens, who could feel but

a general interest in the action. It is not unlikely that the

crowding of incident was intended as a direct contrast to

-^schylus' Seven against Thebes^ which, with all its unity of pur-

pose and martial fire, is very barren in action. The long de-

scription of the Seven Chiefs in that play is distinctly criticised

as undramatic by Euripides.^ There are, indeed, all through
the play, reminiscences of both^schylus and Sophocles.

There were parodies of the play, called Phcenisscz, by Aristo-

phanes and Strattis. There was also a tragedy of Attius, and

an Atellan farce of Novius, known under the same title, the

former a free translation of Euripides. Apart from Statius'

Thebais, there is a Thebaid by Seneca, and then all man-

ner of old French versions, uniting the supposed perfec-
tions of both these, which they could read, with those of

Euripides, whom they only knew and appreciated imperfectly.

Exceptionally enough, there is an English version almost

as old as any of them, the locasta of George Gascoigne and
Francis Kinwelmersh (1566), a motley and incongruous piece,
built on the basis of the PhxnisscB. It professes to be an

independent translation of Euripides, but I was surprised to

' This idea has been borrowed from Homer very frequently indeed.

M. Patin cites parallel passages from Statius, from Tasso, from Walter
Scott (in Ivanhoe), and from Firdusi.

* vv. 500, sq.
3 vv. 751-2.
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find it really to be a literal translation of Dolce's Italian version,

without any trace of an appeal to the original. Thus the

Traioaywyoc is called the Baiio, a regular Venetian title. Its

chief literary interest lies in the loose paraphrase of Eteocles'

speech, above noticed, which appears to have suggested directly

to Shakspeare the speech of Hotspur in the first part of

Hairy IV.
(i. 3) :

By heaven, methinks it were an easy leap
To pluck bright Honour from the pale-faced moon,
Or dive into the bottom of the deep
Where fathom-line could never touch the ground.
And pluck up drowned Honour by the locks

;

So he, that doth redeem her hence, might wear

Without corival all her dignities.'

There is the translation of Dolce (Italian) called locasta^

and Atitigones of Gamier (1580) and Rotrou (1638). Then
comes the early play of Racine, for which he apologises, the

T/iebaide, on les Frh'es en/iet?iis. He rather adds to than alters

incidents in Euripides. But as to characters, he makes

Eteocles the favourite with the people, he misses the finer

points of Polynices, and makes Creon a wily villain pro-

moting the strife for his own ends. The love of Hasmon and

Antigone is of course brought in
;
but at the end, upon the

death of Hasmon, old Creon suddenly comes out with a pas-

sionate proposal to Antigone, and on her suicide slays himself.

He is in fact the successful villain of the piece, whose golden
fruit turns to ashes at the moment of victory. Alfieri in 1783
rehandled the well-worn subject in his Polinice, to whom he

restored the interest lent him by Euripides, but made Eteocles

the horrible and hypocritical villain of the piece. The almost

successful reconciliation is broken off by Eteocles' attempt (at

' So far as I know, this is the only direct contact with, or rather direct

obligation to, the Greek tragedy in Shakespeare. Here are the lines which

correspond in Euripides
—the likeness is but slight, yet it is real :

&(TTpa)V h.v (\9oifjL aldepos irphs avroXas

Kal yfis fvfpde, Swarhs wv Spacrai rdSe,

tV diwv fieyiffTTiv Skxt ex*"' TvpavviSa k.t.X.
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the instigation of Creon) to poison Polynices, whom he after-

wards treacherously stabs, when coming to seek pardon for

having defeated and mortally wounded him. This version was

done into French by Ernest Legouve in 1799. Schiller has not

only given an excellent and literal version of part of the play,

but has taken a great deal from its incidents in his Braut von

Messina; there is a translation in Halevy's Grece tragiqiic.

Its popularity gave rise to many interpolations by actors, and

the general reputation of the play has produced a large body
of scholia. The best special editions are by Valckenaer, Por-

son, Hermann, Wecklein (1881, re-ed. of Klotz), and Geel

(Leiden, 1S46), with a critical appendix by Cobet.

§ 217. After Euripides' death, the younger Euripides brought

oiit at Athens from his father's literary remains a tetralogy con-

taining the Iphigenia in Aidis, Alcmczo7i {o cui KopirOov), Bac-

chcB,^ and a forgotten satirical play. With this tetralogy he gained
the first prize

—a clear proof how little effect upon the Athenian

audience had been produced by Aiistophanes'j^r^^i', which chose

the moment of the great master's death to insult and ridicule

him. It is not impossible that a recoil in the public from such un-

generous enmity may have contributed to the success of the pos-

thumous dramas. But we might well indeed wonder if the two

plays which are extant had failed to obtain the highest honours.

Unfortunately, the Iphigenia was left incomplete by the master,

and required a good deal of vamping and arranging for stage

purposes. Hence critics have in the first instance attri-

buted some of its unevennesses to the subsequent hand. But

other larger interpolations followed, some by old and well-

practised poets, who understood Attic diction, others by mere

poetasters, who have defaced this great monument of the

poet's genius with otiose choral odes and trivial dialogue. Such

seems to be the history of the text, which has afforded insol-

uble problems to higher criticism. I suspect that, as usual,

the German critics have been too trenchant, and that on the

evidence of their subjective taste they have rejected, as early

interpolation, a good deal that comes, perhaps unrevised, from

the real Euripides. But allowing all their objections, and

" We learn this from the schol. on Aristophanes' Ra7t. v. 67.



368 HISTORY OF GREEK LITERATURE, cfi. XVII.

even discounting all that W. Dindorf, for example, has enclosed

in brackets, there remains a complete series of scenes, fin-

ished in composition, exquisite in pathos, sustained in power,
which not only show us clearly the conception of the master,

but his execution, and compel us to place this tragedy among
the greatest of all his plays. It is evident that, like Sophocles,
whose Philoctetes was produced in advanced age, Euripides

preserved his powers to the last, and was even then perfecting

his art, so that his violent death, at the age of seventy-four, may
literally be deplored as an untimely end.

The prologue, at least in substance, of the play, comes

in, not at the opening, but after a very beautiful and dra-

matic scene between the agitated Agamemnon and an old

retainer, who through the night has watched the king writing

missives, destroying them again, and evidently racked by

perplexity or despair. With a passing touch the poet describes

the stillness of the calm night and the starlit sky; and though
his approximation of Sirius to the Pleiades may be astronomi-

cally untenable, he seems to have caught with great truth the

character of a long spell of east wind, which is wont to blow

in southern Europe, as with us, at the opening of the ship-

ping season, and, having lasted all day, to lull into a calm.

Hence the objection brought against this scene, that the fleet

at Aulis was detained by contrary winds, loses its point. For

calm nights were of no service to early Greek mariners, who

always landed in the evening, and might thus be wind-bound in

a spell of east wind with the stillest night.

This dialogue in anaprests is to us a far more dramatic open-

ing than the prologue, and even when it comes, as an ex-

planation from Agamemnon, it interrupts the action tamely

enough. But here already there are marks of interpolation,

and it seems as if a prologue, which Euripides had perhaps

exceptionally abandoned for dramatic
"

effect, but had left in

outline, was clumsily adapted to fill up a gap in the dialogue.'

' This plan of blending the prologue with the opening dialogue appears
in the Knights and Wasps of Aristophanes, but not elsewhere in tragedy.

But in the frags, of the Andromeda, preserved in the scholia on AriT.to-

phanes' ThesmophoriazuSiZ (v. 1038), we have the opening lines—a lyric
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With anxious detail the old man is at last despatched by Aga-
memnon to countermand the arrival of Clytemnestra, and

of Iphigenia, who had been sent for under the pretence of a

proposed marriage of the princess with Achilles, but really to

be sacrificed to Artemis, and obtain favourable weather for the

fleet. This deceit is discovered by the old man, when he asks

in wonder how Achilles will tolerate the postponement of his

marriage, which had been announced in the camp. On his de-

parture, the chorus of maidens from Aulis begin an ode descrip-

tive of the splendours of the Greek fleet and army, which seems

considerably interpolated, though the main idea is doubtless

that intended by Euripides. The next scene opens with an

angry altercation between Menelaus and the old man, who
has been intercepted by the former, and his missive opened
and read. The old man protests against such dishonourable

conduct, and upon Agamemnon coming out, the dispute passes
into the hands of the two brothers. Menelaus upbraids Aga-
memnon's weakness, and his breaking of his word ; Agamem-
non retorts with pressing his claims as a father and a king. The

dispute descends, as always with Euripides, into wrangling, and
the imputing of low motives

;
in the midst of it Agamemnon is

terror-stricken by the news that his wife and daughter with the

little Orestes have reached the camp, and have been received

with acclamation by the army. His despair melts the ambitious

heart of Menelaus, who gives way, and beseeches his brother

not to sacrifice Iphigenia. But now Agamemnon in his turn

remains firm, chiefly, however, from cowardice, and a feeling
that as his daughter has really arrived, her fate is now beyond
his control'

The chorus, in an ode of which the genuine part is very

beautiful, deprecate violent and unlawful love, with its dread

consequences. Then follows the greeting of Agamemnon by

monody of the heroine, and a night scene. This proves those critics to be

wrong who insist upon Euripides having always opened his plays with a

prologue. I believe the Ion to be another example, where the dialogue of

Ion and Creusa replaced the prologue—the existing one being wholly
spurious.

' Cf. the parallel of Polynices in Sophocles, above, p. 304.

VOL. I. B b
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his innocent daughter, and his ill-concealed despair
—a scene

which none of the imitators has dared to modify ;
and Cly-

temnestra begins asking motherly practical questions about

her future son-in-law. But when Agamemnon proposes that

she shall return home, and leave him to arrange the wedding,
she stoutly refuses, and asserts her right to the control of do-

mestic aftairs. This adds to the perplexity of the wretched

king, who leaves the stage defeated in his schemes of petty

deceit. Presently Achilles enters, and is hailed by Clytem-

nestra, to his great surprise, as her future son-in-law. This

somewhat comic situation is redeemed by the perfect man-

ners, and the graceful courtesy of Achilles, whose character in

this play approaches nearest of all the Greek tragic charac-

ters to that of a modern gentleman. But the scene be-

comes tragic enough when the old retainer stops Achilles,

who is leaving to seek Agamemnon, and discloses to him

and to Clytemnestra the horrible design. Achilles responds

calmly and nobly to Clytemnescra's appeal for help, and pro-

mises to protect her daughter with the sword, should she be

unable to persuade her husband to relent. He deprecrates

with great courtesy Clytemnestra's proposal to bring Iphi-

genia in person from the tents to Join her in personal sup-

plications. After a choral ode on the marriage of Peleus and

Thetis, Agamemnon returns, and is met by Clytemnestra, who

has left her daughter in wild tears and lamentation ' on hear-

ing of her proposed fate, and compels him to confess his whole

policy. She then attacks him in a bitter and powerful speech,

which is meant to contrast strongly with that of Iphigcnin.

This innocent and simple pleading of an affectionate child

for life at the hands of her father, with her despair at the

approach of death, and her appeal to her infant brother to join

in her tears, is the finest passage in Euripides, and of its

kind perhaps the finest passage in all Greek tragedy. Upon

Agamemnon's craven flight, she bursts out into a lyrical

monody, which is interrupted by an approaching crowd and

tumult, and the actual entrance of Achilles in arms, who tells
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Clytemnestra that the whole camp are in arms against him, that

his own soldiers have deserted him and are led on by Odysseus,
but that he will do battle for her to the death. This rapid

dialogue in trochaic metre is followed by the second great

speech of Iphigenia (in the same metre) in which, with sudden

resolve, she declares that her death is for the public good, and

that her clinging to life will but entail misery upon her friends
;

she therefore devotes herself to the deity, and resignedly braves

the fate from which she had but lately shrunk in terror. Achilles

is struck with admiration, and speaks out his regrets that the

pretended marriage was no reality, but he bows to her decision,

perhaps because it would have been impious to defraud the

gods of a voluntary victim
; yet he proposes to bring his arms

to the altar, in case she should change her mind at the last.

The aftecting adieus of the princess to her mother and her

little brother, and her enthusiastic hymn as she leaves them for

her sacrifice, conclude the genuine part of the play. A messen-

ger's narrative of her death was doubtless intended by the poet,

but he did not live to complete the work. It appears from two

verses cited by ^Elian, in which Artemis announces that she

will substitute a horned hind for Iphigenia, that the piece really

ended with this consolation, from the goddess i?x OT(2(;/z/««. But

to modern readers the epilogue is no greater loss than the pro-

logue, if such there was. The real drama is complete, and

requires not the dull interpolations with which our MSS.
conclude.

There were Iphigenias by both .^schylus and Sophocles,
which were soon obscured by the present play. Both Naevius

and Ennius composed well-known tragedies upon its model.

Erasmus translated it into Latin in 1524 ; T. Sibillet into

French in 1549. Dolce gave an Italian version in 1560. There

are obscure French versions by Rotrou (1640), and by Leclerc

and Coras (1675), the latter in opposition to the great imitation

of Racine in 1674. Racine's remarkable play, wTitten by a man
who combined a real knowledge of Euripides with poetic talent

of his own, is a curious specimen of the effects of French court

manners in spoiling the simplicity of a great masterpiece. In

order to prevent the sacrifice of so virtuous a person as Iphi-
B B 2
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genia, Racine takes from an obscure tradition an illegitimate

daughter of Helen (by Theseus), whom he makes the rival of

Iphigenia in the love of Achilles, and a main actor in the play.

He substitutes Ulysses for Menelaus, and inserts many features

from the first book of the Iliad into the disputes between Aga-
memnon and the angry lover. As Racine himself honestly

confesses, the passages directly borrowed from Homer and

Euripides were those which struck even his Paris audience. The

character of Agamemnon is, however, spoilt by giving him that

absolute control over his family and subjects, which only

priestcraft could endanger, and the French Iphigenia, with her

court manners, and her studied politeness, is a sorry copy of

the equally pure and noble, but infinitely more natural Greek

maiden. A comparison of her speech to her father, when

pleading for her life, in both plays, will be a perfect index to the

contrast'

An English version of Racine's play, called
'

Achilles, or Iph.

in Aulis,' was brought out at Drury Lane in 1700, and the author

in his preface to the print boasts that it v/as well received,

though another Iphigenia failed at Lmcoln's Inn Fields about

the same time. This rare play is bound up with West's Hecuba

in the Bodleian. The famous opera of Gluck (1774) is based

on Racine, and there was another operatic revival of the play in

Dublin in the year 1846, when Miss Helen Faucit appeared as

the heroine. The version (by J. W, Calcraft) was based on

Potter's translation, and the choruses were set to music, after

the model of Mendelssohn, by R. M, Levey. I fancy this

revival was limited to Dublin. Schiller translated Euripides'

'

Qui ne sent la difference des deux morceaux? C'est, chez Racine,

line princesse qui detourne d'elle-meme sa douleur, et la reporte sur les

objets de son affection [sc. sa mere et son amant] ; qui, soigneuse de sa

dignite, demande la vie sans paraitre craindre la mort. C'est, chez

Euripide, une jeune fille, surprise tout a coup, au milieu de I'heureuse

securite de son age, par un terrible arret, qui repousse avec desespoir le

glaive leve sur sa tete, qui caresse, qui supplie, qui cherche et poursuit la

nature jusqu'au fond des entrailles d'un pere, &c. (Patin, EUuies, iii. p.

35.) But I quite differ with him when lie thinks that the elegant verses of

Racine are in any degree approaching in excellence to the passionate

prayer in Euripides.
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play (1790), and there is an English poetical version by Cart-

wright, about 1867 (with the Medea and Iph. Taur.).

The translation of Schiller, which ends with the depar-

ture of Iphigenia, is very good indeed. It is divided into

acts and scenes, and might be played with the omission of

the choruses. He has appended not only notes, comparing

his own version of certain passages with that of Brumoy,

but a general estimate of the play, in which he has been too

severe in discovering defects, though he highly appreciates

the salient beauties of the piece. Thus he thinks the weak

and vacillating Agamemnon a failure, whereas this seems to

me one of the most striking and natural, as well as Homeric,

of personages. He also protests against the dark threat of

Clytemnestra, which may not be very noble or appropriate to

the fond mother of the stage, but is certainly very Greek and

very human.

The special editions of note are Monk's, Markland's (with

additions of Elmsley's, Leipzig, 1822), then G. Hermann's, and

Vater's (1845). ^ gxQ.2X number of critical monographs are

cited by Bernhardy, of which those ofVitz (Torgau, 1862-3) ai^d

H. Hennig (Berlin, 1870) are the latest, and discuss fully the

many difficulties of the play.

§
218. The Bacc/ue, which was composed for the court of

Archelaus, is a brilliant piece of a totally different character, and

shows that the old connection of plays in trilogies had been

completely abandoned. Instead of deahng with the deeper

phases of ordinary human nature, the poet passes into the

field of the marvellous and the supernatural, and builds his

drama on the introduction of a new faith, and the awful punish-

ment of the sceptical Pentheus, who, with his family, jeers at

the worship of Dionysus, and endeavours to put it down by
force. His mother Agave, and her sisters, are driven mad
into the mountains, w^here they celebrate the wild orgies of

Bacchus with many attendant miracles. Pentheus, who at first

attempts to imprison the god, and then to put down the Bac-

chanals by force of arms, is deprived of his senses, is made

ridiculous by being dressed in female costume, and led out by
the god to the wilds of Cithaeron, where he is torn in pieces by
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Agave and the other princesses. The lament of Agave, M'hen

she comes in with the bleeding head, and is taught by old

Cadmus of her fearful delusion, has been lost
;
but we know its

general tenor from the rhetor Apsines and from an imitation in

the religious drama called Christus Faimis (ascribed to Gregory

Nazianzen). While the wild acts of the new Maenads, whom
the god has compelled to rush from Thebes into the moun-

tains, are told in two splendid narratives of messengers, the

chorus, consisting of Asiatic attendants on the god, show

by contrast in their splendid hymns what joys and hopes a

faithful submission will ensure. These lyric pieces are very

prominent in the play, which, though sometimes caWedFent/iet/s,

is more rightly called after its most important chorus, and
is among the best left us by Euripides. It is of course un-

dramatic that Pentheus, who proceeds so violently against all

the other Maenads, should leave this chorus to sing its dithy-

; rambs in peace, but ordinary probabilities must often be vio-

j
lated for such a personage as the chorus of a Greek tragedy.

The general tenor of the play, which may contain the

maturest reflections of the poet on human life, is that of acqui-

escence in the received faith, and of warning against sceptical

doubts and questionings. And yet it is remarkable that the

struggle is about a new and strange faith, and that the old men in

the play, Cadmus and Teiresias, are the only Thebans ready to

t.'imbrace the novel and violent worship, which ill suits their de-

crepitude. We may imagine that among the half-educated Mace-

donian youth, with whom literature was coming into fashion, the

poet met a good deal of that insolent secondhand scepticism,

which is so offensive to a deep and serious thinker, and he may
,

have desired to show that he was not, as they doubtless hailed

{ him, an apostle of this random arrogance. It is also remark-

able how nearly this play, at the very end of the development
of Greek tragedy, approaches those lyrical cantatas with which

vEschylus began. The chorus is here reinstated in its full

dignity. The subject of Bacchic worship naturally occupied a

prominent place in the theatre consecrated to that very worship,

and it seems that every Greek dramatist, from Thespis and

Phrynichus down to the ignoble herd of later tragedians known
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to us through Suidas, wrote plays upon the subject. Sophocles
alone may be an exception.

But the play of Euripides always stood prominent among all

its rivals. It was being recited at the Parthian court when the

head of Crassus was brought in, and carried by the Agave on

the stage. It was imitated by Theocritus in Doric hexameters,'

apparently as part of a hymn to Dionysus. It was produced

upon the Roman stage by Attius. It is quoted by every rheto-

rician, by every Latin poet of note.^ It has even suggested,

with its incarnate god, his persecution, and his vengeance, a

Christian imitation. But in modern days, its fate was different.

The marvels and miracles with which it abounds, and the promi-
nent vindictiveness of its deity, made it unfit for the modern stage.

In the last century A. W. Schlegel and Goethe alone, so far as

I know, appreciated it. In our own time, the play has again

taken the high place it held in classical days, and is reckoned

one of the best of its author. There are special recensions by

Elmsley and G. Hermann, and commentaries by Schone, Weil,

Tyrrell, Sandys, and Wecklein, besides school editions, and

special tracts in Germany. The text of one of the two remain-

ing MSS., the Florentine C, breaks off at v. 752, so that for the

rest we depend altogether on the Palatine (287) in the Vatican.

There are blank pages left in the codex C by the scribe, who

went on to other plays and never finished the transcription.

§ 219. I have kept for the last of the tragedies the Jihesus,

which, were it accepted as Euripides', should have come first,

as all those, since Crates, who defend it as genuine make it an

early work of the youthful poet, and place its date about the

time when the ambitious designs of Athens were directed to-

wards Thrace, and resulted in the founding of Amphipolis. This

would place the drama about 440 B.C. But though so great a

critic as Lachmann thought it even the work of an earlier con-

temporary of ^schylus, and though some of the Alexandrian

critics recognised in it the traces of Sophocles' hand, the

weight of modern opinion, since Valckenaer's discussion, leans

to its being a later production, written at the close of the

Attic period, and about the time of Menander. For there is

•

Idyll xxvi. - Cf. for a list, Patin, iv. 239.
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undoubtedly a waste and ineptness of economy—the intro-

duction of two almost idle characters, ^neas and Paris, the

appearance of Athena ex machina in the middle of the play,

and the still stranger thf-enos of the mother of Rhesus, also

ex viachina—there are also scholasticisms of various kinds,

both in thought and diction, which seem to indicate the work

of a weaker poet copying better models. On the other hand,

the Alexandrian critics received it as genuine, and have left us

very full and valuable comments on the earlier part, as well as

extracts (in one of their prefaces) of two prologues, one of

which was ascribed to the actors, but neithet of which appears
in our text. It is moreover, certain that Euripides wrote a

Rhesus, but if, as one of the prefaces tells us, it was called

yi'T/aioc, this must have been meant to distinguish it from

another as voQoc, (as in the case of the hlzvaiai yryaioi, and

7odai, in the catalogue of ^schylus' remains) ;
and it is more

than probable that the play we possess is the spurious one, and

not from the hand of Euripides. For, besides the faults above

mentioned, and the many peculiarities of a diction which seems

rather eclectic than original, it wants the two most prominent
features of his extant plays, pathos and sententious wisdom.

Nevertheless, its merits have been by many unduly depre-

ciated. It is a bold and striking picture of war and camp life,

producing an impression not unlike Schiller's WaUenstein's

Lagei: Choral odes are dispensed with as inappropriate to

a night-watch, and there is at least one exquisite epic passage
on the approach of Dawn.' The bragging of both Hector

' Yv. 527-36:
TfVos a (pvXaKo. ;

rls afiei^ei

rav afxdu ; izpwTa

Sueroi ffrjiJLi'La Kal kifrairopoi

nXefoSes aidfpiai
•

/ne'tro 5' ahrhs ovpavov TroTarai.

eypecrde, rl /xeWtTe ;
KOtrav

iyperf npbs (pvAaKav.

oil Asuffffere fj.rivd.ios alyKav ;

OOJS 5r) ir4\as aus

yiyvfTai, Kai ris trpoSpd/xwv SSe
"y' icrrlv

ao'r'fjp,

VV. 546-55 : Kal ixi)v aid}, '2,i/x6(VT0S

ijfiiya KoiTas
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and Rhesus estranges the reader's sympathy, so that the

death of the latter excites but httle pity ;
the whole interest

lies in the changing scenes and fortunes of an anxious night

amid ' excursions and alarums.' The scholia to this play were

first fully published in the Glasgow edition of 182 1 (with the

Troades)^ and then with critical and explanatory notes in the

edition of Vater (1837). There are numerous monographs

upon its age, style, and authorship, in which the large diver-

gence of opinion on the same facts aftbrds an admirable

specimen of the complete subjectivity of most of the so-called

higher criticism.

§
220. There remains, however, another genuine play of

Euripides
—the Cyclops

—which must be separated from the

tragedies, as being the only extant specimen of a satyric drama.

I have above (p. 233) discussed the general features of this sort

of play, which is carefully distmguished by the critics from all

species of comedy, even from parody, of which I think there

are distinct traces in the Cyclops. As Plato saw clearly,'

the talents for the pathetic and for the humorous are closely

allied, and we should wonder how it was that no tragic poet

among the Greeks ever wrote comedy, did Ave not find that

scope for comic powers was provided in this
'

sportive tragedy.'

It is indeed strange how the sombre and staid genius of

Euripides condescends to gross license in this field
;
and no

doubt if we had a specimen from ^schylus or Pratinas—
the acknowledged masters of it^

—we should find that here,

as elsewhere, the Greeks preserved their supremacy in litera-

ture. There is great grace and even beauty in the extant play,

though we can hardly imagine Euripides' taste as lying in

that direction. Silenus (who speaks the prologue) and his

(poivias vfivil TroXvxopSordra

yripvL TraiSoAeVoip ixeXoTroihv arjSovls fj-fpi/xvav
'

^Si) 5f vifjLOvcn Kar "iSav

VOL/JLVia
•

VVKTl^pOfJLOV

ffiipiyyos lav KaraKOvoj •

0e\yii S' bjxfxaros kZpav

virvos
•

aSicTTos yap ejSo /3\€(fcipois irphs aovs.

'
Symposiiivi, sub fin.
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satyrs are in search for Dionysus, who (according to the

Homeric hymn) has been carried into the western seas by

pirates. But they are thrown on the coast of Sicily, and made
slaves by Polyphemus, who for dramatic reasons cannot devour

them as he does other visitors. The opening chorus is very

graceful and pastoral, reminding us strongly of scenes in Theo-

critus. As it is little read I shall quote it.^ Odysseus then

' vv. 4I-81 : TTrt 8-17 fxOL yevvaictiv /xev trarfpup,

yivvaioov 5' eK TOKaSwv,

ira St) fjioi viffcrei (TKOiriKovs
;

OX) Ta5' vTrrjUi/xos avpa

Koi iroiripa ^ordva,

Sivaeu ff vSaip iroTaixSiv.

iv Triffrpais Kurai Tre'Aoj Ixv-

Tpwv, ov (701 P\axcd TfKeoDV.

\|/utt', oil Ta5' ovv ov rdSf ve/ie7,

ou5' av KKiTvy Spoffepdy ;

0)7), f>l\poii TTfTpov rdxa. arov,

viray^ S> vray' 3> KfpdcTTa

lx-r]Ko^6ra ffratxiaipov

KvKKbjiros a.ypo06Ta.

ffvapywvTas fxot rovs /xaarovs xi\a.(TOV
'

Sf^at OriXaifft ffiropds,

&s XeiVfis apvwv 6a\d/xois.

TTodovai cr' afiepSKoiToi

j8A.oxal (TfUKpiv -reKfoav.

els av\dv kot\ afj.<pi6a\us

TTOiripovs KiTTOvcra vofxds,

AlTVaiuV (1(T(L (TKOTTiKwV
;

ov rdSe Bp6/xios, ov TaSe x^P"^

BoKX"" ''* OvpffotpSpoi.

ov rvfi-n-dvcop a\a\ayfxol

Kpijvaiai trap'' vSpoxvTOis,

ovK oluov xAojpa! crraydues,

ov Nuca /XiTO. NvfX(f>uv.

"laKXoy "laKXOv (fSav

I fiihTTuj TTphs rav 'AtppoSlrav

tiv Orjpevoiu iriT6/xav

BaKxo^'s (Tvv KfvKSrrocriv.

S> (p'iXos <i} (pi\f Ba/cxf i^s,

iroi oioTToAeZs

^audaii x't'Tai' irei'cov
;
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appears, and his adventure with the Cyclops occupies the rest

of the plot, in which the Odyssey is adhered to as closely as

was possible, consistent with the addition of a chorus of

satyrs, and the necessity for Odysseus' free egress from the

cave to narrate the cannibal feast of the Cyclops. The satyrs

are represented as a most sympathetic but cowardly chorus,

desirous to help Odysseus and escape with him, but far more

desirous to drink his wine than to incur any danger in aid-

ing him to blind the Cyclops. The scene in which Silenus

acts as cupbearer to Polyphemus, and keeps helping himself, is

really comic, and the frank cynicism of Polyphemus' brutal

philosophy' is expressed in an admirable speech. Odysseus'

impassioned exclamation, when he hears it, is in the highest

tragic vein, nor does the hero anywhere condescend to respond

to the wicked jokes of the satyrs. The whole work is a light

and pleasant afteipiece, but seems to me to have required much
more acting than the tragedies ;

and I suppose the costume

worn by Odysseus to have been far less pompous, and his figure

less stuffed out than in tragedy ;
so that this would be possible.

With this condition, it must have been an effective piece, and

was possibly preserved as being better than the seven others

known from the same author. There are few editions, and no

imitations of this play. A recension by Hermann, a German
version by Scholl, and a few good monographs, such as the

chapter in Patin's Etudes, are all that can be cited as of special

import. Shelley has fortunately left us a translation (with a

few omissions), which is invaluable for such English readers as

cannot compass the somewhat difficult original. The play takes

its place, of course, in the complete editions and translations,

with the tragedies.

§ 221. Afu)l review of the 1,100 extant Fragments would be

eyci) 5' 6 ahs Kp6(nro\os

, Brirevo) KvkKwiti

rcii /xovoSepKTa,

Sov\os aAaivoDV avv ToSe

Tpdyov x^o'''? /"eA.€(j

' vv. 316, sq.
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here impossible. Some of them are sufficient to give us an idea
of tile plot of famous plays now lost, but most of them are only
selected for philosophic depth or beauty of expression. I have
referred above (p. 312) to the analysis of the Philodetes given by
Dion Chrysostoui. There are also a good many titles cited by
the Aristophanic scholia in explanation of the parodies of Euri-

pides, with which the comedies abounded. It may safely be

asserted, that had we no other evidence of the poet's work than
these fragments, we should probably have reversed the judgment
of the old critics, and placed him first among the tragedians.
For in grace of style and justice ofproverbial philosophy he has
no rival but Menander, with whom indeed, as with the new
comedy generally, his points of contact are many. But in sim-

plicity and purity of diction he far exceeds ^schylus and

Sophocles. Thus there is hardly a single curious or out-of-the-

way word quoted by the lexicographers from his poetry ;
but

rather innumerable moral sayings and pathetic reflections on
human life (in Stobasus), many deep physical speculations in

the Christian Apologists
' and their adversaries

; many striking

points by the rhetoricians. Apart from the spurious Danae, of
which the opening is preserved in the Palatine MS., there is a

large fragment of the Phaethon, from which one of the choruses
is very beautiful.^ Goethe atten)pted a restoration of the play
from the fragments. A new fragment of foirty-four lines has

been found in Egypt, and printed in many periodicals.
The Erechtheus is now remarkable for having given Mr.

Swinburne not only the plot of his like-named tragedy, but one
of the finest of the speeches

—that of Praxithea—to which he
has acknowledged his obligations. It seems that this play

brought out prominently not the self-sacrifice of the daughter,
but the patriotic devotion of the mother. The daughter is not

even specially named in our fragments. Mr. Swinburne has

made her a second heroine in his version, but somewhat cold

and statuesque, neither acting on her own responsibility, and
as the eldest of the house, like Macaria, nor, on the other hand,

showing the simple innocence and instinctive horror of death

' Cf. frags. 596, 639, 836, 935.
2 vv. 25-36.
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which we find in Iphigenia. His choruses are, moreover, far

too long and exuberant for a really Greek play, however

splendid they may be in themselves. I note these points not

by way of criticism, which I should not venture, but to indi-

cate to any English reader, that he must look to actual trans-

lations to obtain an accurate notion of the course of a Greek

play. There are, besides the great speech of Praxithea, two

important fragments from Euripides' play
—one the farewell

advice of a father to his son, very similar to that of Polonius

to Laertes in Hamlet ; the other an ode which longs for peace,

and which is paralleled by the famous strophe from the Cres-

phontes, which has been so well rendered by Mr. Browning

{Aristophanes' Apology, p. 179). It is to be noticed that most

of the philosophical fragments are quoted as the poet's own

sentiments, and this is specially mentioned by rhetoricians

and scholiasts,' some of whom even call his choruses para-

bases, or open addresses to the audience, and others, such as

Dionysius of Halicamassus, insist that the person of the poet

and that of his characters are throughout blended and con-

fused.'^ The letters attributed to Euripides, and first published

by Aldus in his collection (ed. 1499), were apparently com-

posed by some Roman sophist, and have no value, even in

preserving facts then current about the poet's life, which might
since have been lost. They have been critically sifted by

Bentley.

§ 222. The external changes introduced into tragedy by

Euripides were not very great. He seems to have adhered to

Sophocles' example in contending with separate plays, though
he represented tetralogies together

—that is to say, we have no

clear evidence that there was any connection in subject between

the plays which were produced together, as, for example, the

BacchcE and Iphigenia in Aulis. But he adopted a distinct

method, which Sophocles inntated in his Ajax and Philoctetes—
of curtailing the opening and close of his plays, in order to ex-

pand more fully the affecting or striking scenes in the body of

the play. This was attained, first by the prologue, often spoken
' Cf. the frags, of the Danne.
 Cf. the passage cited on the Mclanippe (^ rroi^i)) in Dindorfs frags.
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by a god, or other personage not prominent in the real play,
who set forth the general scope and plot of the piece, and told

the audience what they might expect
—a matter ofgreat necessity

in such a play as the Helena, or Iphigenia in Tauris, where
either the legend, or the handling of the legend, was strange,
and not familiar to the public. Secondly, the deiis ex machina,
who appeared at the end, loosed the knot, or reconciled the

conflict of the actors. There is evidence that the prologues
were much tampered with by the actors, and some are even

altogether spurious. In written copies of the plays these pro-
logues may have originally served as arguments, but for stage

purposes, their recital by some indifferent actor was (I fancy)
intended to fill up the time while the Athenian audience
were bustling in and taking their seats. The appearance ot

d god at the end was likewise a sign that the play was over,
for it was always plain what he would say, and the last words
of the chorus were even the same in several of the plays, being
evidently not heard in the noise of the general rising of the

crowd.

It was the fashion of the scholiasts to follow Aristophanes
in censuring the poet for introducing certain novelties in music
and in metres. But we cannot now appreciate even the points

urged as to the latter, nor do I think that the modern critics

who follow the same line of censure have at all proved their

case by argument. I would rather point to at least one very
interesting metrical novelty whereby the poet admirably ex-

pressed the contrast of calmness and excitement in a dialogue.
This was the interchange of iambics with resolved dochmiacs,
which we find in several fine scenes, such as that of Admetus
with his wife {Ale. 243, sq.), of Phaedra with the chorus {Hipp.
571, sq.), and of Amphitryon with Theseus {Here. Fur. 11 78,

sq.). The modern reader can here easily feel the appropriate-
ness of a remarkable innovation.

§ 223. As to the general complexion of his plays, the
critics note that the chorus declines in importance, that it

does not interfere in the action of the play, except as a con-
fidant or accomplice, and tliat its odes are often irrelevant

or personal expressions of the poet's feelings. These state-
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ments are to be qualified in two directions : in the first

place, we find the decay of importance and occasional irrele-

vance of the chorus manifestly in Sophocles, so that he must

either have begun, or countenanced by his practice, the change.

Secondly, it is false that Euripides did not introduce an active

chorus, and one of great importance, in his plays, for we
have before us the SuppHces, the Troades, and the Bacchce,

rightly called after the most important role. It is further-

more asserted that he invented the tragedies of intrigue or of

plot, where curiosity as regards the result replaces strong

emotions as regards the characters and sentiments expressed.

This again is only true with limitations. For there are three

different interests which may predominate in a tragedy, and ac-

cordingly we may classify them as tragedies of c/iafacter, like

the Medea, as tragedies of plot, like the Ion, and as tragedies

of situation, like the Troades, in which there is a mere series ol

affecting tableaux, or episodes. But evidently all elements

must co-exist, and the fact that Euripides does complicate
his plot, and excite an intellectual interest in the solving of it,

does not prevent these very plays from being most thoroughly

plays of character also. There is no finer character-drawing
than that of Ion and the Tauric Iphigenia, and yet these cha-

racters take part in subtle and interesting plots. It is there-

fore distinctly to be understood that the prominence of plot \n

some of Euripides' plays does not exclude either character-

drawing, or the dwelling upon affecting situations—this latter a

very usual feature in the poet, and one in which he may be

said to have reverted to the simple successions of scenes in

the earliest tragedy.

§ 224. But there is this important point in Euripides' charac-

ter-drawing, that except in the Afcdea, he does not concentrate

the whole interest on a single person, but divides it, so that

many of his strongest and most beautiful creations appear only

during part of a play. Thus Hippolytus and Phaedra are each

splendidly drawn, but of equal importance in their play; so are

Alcestis and Heracles, Ion and Creusa, Iphigenia, Agamem-
non and Achilles. This subdivision of interest makes his

plays far more attractive and various, but naturally fails in im-
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pressing upon the world great single figures, such as Ajax,

Antigone, or, in our present poet, Medea. Again, it is very
remarkable that Euripides seems to have disliked, or to have

been unable, to draw strong or splendid male characters. Al-

most all his kings and heroes are either colourless, or weak and

vacillating, or positively mean and wicked. This may be the

misfortune of our extant selection of plays, for the Odysseus of
' his Philoctetes seems to have been an ideal Periclean Athenian.

But in the plays we have, the most attractive men are Ion and

Hippolytus, in both of whom the characteristics of virgin

youth, freshness, and purity are ..he leading features—a type
not elsewhere met in extant tragedies, but very prominent in

the dialogues of Plato. On the other hand, no other poet has

treated female passion, and female self-sacrifice, with such re-

markable power and variety.
' We have remaining two types of

passion in Phaedra and in Medea—one of the passion of Love,
the other of the passion of Revenge, and we know that in other

plays he made erring women his leading characters. But when
these characters are assumed mischievously by Aristophanes,

stupidly by the old scholiasts, servilely by modern critics, to

afford evidence that the poet hated women, and loved to traduce

them upon his stage, we wonder how all his splendid heroines

have been forgotten, and his declarations of the blessings of

home, of the comforts of a good wife, of the surpassing love of

a mother, passed by in silence. His fragments abound with

these things, just as they do with railings against women, both

doubtless spoken in character. But it is indeed strange criti-

cism to adopt the one as evidence of the poet's mind, and to

reject the other.

• Mr. Hutton, in his delightful Life ofScott, contrasts (p. 107) the genius

of Scott, who failed in drawing heroines, with that of Goethe, who was un-

successful with his men, but unmatched in his drawing of female character.

Some such natural contrast seems to have existed between Sophocles and

Euripides, and is indeed implied in the scandalous anecdotes about them,
which intimate that Sophocles was too purely an Athenian to share Euri-

pides' love of women. Sojjhocles had an opportunity of drawing the

purity and freshness of youth, which was so interesting to the Greeks, in

his Neoptolemus {Philoctdcs). Yet this character appears to me very
inferior to cither Ion or Hippolytus.
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There are, moreover, in the extant plays, four heroines who
face death with splendid calmness and courage

—
Alcestis,

Macaria, Iphigenia, Polyxena
—and all with subtle differences

of situation, which show how deeply he studied this phase
of human greatness. Alcestis is a happy wife and mother,
in the heyday of prosperity, and she gives up her life from a

sense of duty for an amiable but worthless husband. Macaria,
in exile and in affliction, seizes the offer to resign her life, and

scorns even the chance of the lot, to secure for her helpless

brothers and sisters the happiness which she has been denied.

And so of the rest, but I pass them by rather than treat them
with unjust brevity.* Enough has been here said to show

that, instead of being a bitter libeller of the sex, he was rather

a philosophic promoter of the rights of woman, a painter of her

power both for good and evil, and that he strove along with

Socrates, and probably the advanced party at Athens, to raise

both the importance and the social condition of the despised
sex.

§225. He seems to have similarly advocated the virtues

and the merit of slaves, who act important parts in his plays,

and speak not only with dignity, but at times with philosophic

depth. Yet while he thus endeavoured to raise the neglected
elements of society, he may fairly be accused of having lowered

the gods and heroes, both in character and diction, to the level

of ordinary men. He evidently did not believe in the tra-

ditional splendour of these people ;
he ascribed to them the

weakness and the meanness of ordinary human nature
;
he even

made them speak with the litigious rhetoric of Attic society.
When in grief and misery, they fill the theatre with long'
monodies of wail and lamentation, not louder or more intense

than those of the Philoctetes of Sophocles, but without the

man's iron resolve. Again, in calmer moments he makes them
reflect with the weariness of world-sickness, often in the tone of

advanced scepticism, sometimes in that of resignation ;
he also

makes his chorus turn aside from the immediate subject to

speculate on the system of the world, and the hopes and dis-

' I must refer the reader to the chapter of my monograph on Euripides
for a fuller discussion of this interesting question.

VOL. I. C C
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appointments of mankind. When we note these large and

deep features in his tragedies, when we see the physical philo-

sophy of Anaxagoras, the metaphysic of Heracleitus, the

scepticism of Protagoras produced upon his stage, when we

see him abandoning strictness of plot, and even propriety of

character, to insist upon these meditations of the study, we

fancy him a philosopher like Plato, who desired to teach the

current views, and the current conflicts of thought, under the

guise of dramatic dialogue, and who accordingly fears not to

preach all the inconsistencies of human opinion in the mouths

of opposing characters. A picture of every sort of speculation,

of every sort of generalization from experience, can be gathered

from his plays, and we obtain from them a wonderful image
of that great seething chaos of hope and desi^air, of faith and

doubt, of duty and passion, of impatience and of resignation,

which is the philosophy of every active and thoughtful society.

We can imagine the silent and solitary recluse despising his

public, writing not for the many of his own day, but for the

many of future generations, and careless how often the critics

might censure him for violating dramatic dignity, and the

judges postpone him to inferior rivals. And he may well have

smiled at his five victories as the reward for his great and

earnest work,

§ 226. But this natural estimate is contradicted by the per

petual notes of the scholiasts, who assert that Euripides was

altogether a stage poet, and sacrificed everything to momentary
effect. They speak of his plays as immoral, as ill-constructed,

but as of great dramatic brilliancy. I confess I am slow to

attach any weight to the critics who censure the tears of Medea

and Iphigenia as blunders in character-drawing.* But there

are independent signs that what they say has a real foundation,

and that Euripides was too thoroughly the child of his age to

soar above the opinions of a public which he may often, and in

deeper moments, have despised. Thus we hear of his re-cast-

ing his Hippolytus, so as to meet objections ;
we find him in-

dulging in long monodies which can hardly have been intended

for more than an immediate musical effect
;
above all, we find

' Cf. the argument to the Mcdca, and Aii.,totIe's Poetic, cap. xv.
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him writing patriotic plays, with extreme travesties of the enemy
of the day, and with fulsome praises of Athens, which are far

below the level of the '

philosopher of the stage.' We find him

also adopting a combination of two successive plots, so as to

gather into one the pathetic scenes of separate stories, at the

expense of dramatic unity. These things show that if he really

adopted the stage as a means of conveying the newer light, it

became to him an end, which he strove to perfect in his own

way, and without surrendering his philosophy.

He felt himself, as Aristophanes tells us, in direct oppo-
sition to yEschylus, whom he criticises more than once.

There are not wanting cases where he seeks to correct

Sophocles also, but nothing is more remarkable than the

small number of allusions or collisions between rivals on the

same stage, and often in the same subjects. Yet they could

not but profit by the conflict. It seems to me, however, that

as Euripides was the poet of the younger generation, and of

the changing state, he acted more strongly on Sophocles than

Sophocles did in return, and though we may see in the Bacchce

much of the rehgious resignation of Sophocles, we see m the

Philoctetes a great deal of the economy and of the stage practice

of Euripides.

The next generation, while leaving the older poet all his

glories, declared decidedly for Euripides ;
the poets of society

embraced him as their forerunner and their model
; philoso-

phers, orators, moralists—all united in extolling him to the skies.

Thus the poet who was charged with wTiting for the vulgar,

with pandering to the lowest tastes of the day, with abandoning
the ideal and the eternal for the passions and interests of the

moment—this is the very man who became essentially the

poet, not of his own, but of later ages. He was doubtless, as

I have already said, an inferior artist to Sophocles ;
he Avas

certainly a greater genius, and a far more suggestive thinker.'

§ 227. The old critics paid much attention to this author, but

are unfortunately not often cited. Dicsearchus is the earliest

 An immense number of monographs on special points in the poet's

diction, economy, style, and temper are enumerated by Bernhardy and by
Nicolai, LG. I. i. pp. 201-2.

c c 2
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mentioned, especially in the Arguments, then Aristophanes of

Byzantium, and his pupil Callistratus, as well as other Alexan-

drians, and Crates, but Aristarchus is only mentioned once in

a note on the Rhesus. Didymus is the most important, and

most cited, and a commentary by Dionysius, added to his notes.

The present collection of scholia, though it must have then

existed, was unknown to Suidas. They were first edited on

the seven popular plays, by Arsenius (Venice, 1534), and often

since. Those on the Rhesus and Ti'oades were first given from

the Vatican MS. (909), in the Glasgow edition of 1821. This

copy also supplies fuller notes on other plays, all of which have

been carefully edited by W. Dindorf in his Scholia Graca in

Eurip. (Oxon. 1863), with a good preface. There are only
full notes on nine plays, viz. Hecuba, Orestes, PhcenisscB, Medea,

Hippolytus, Alcestis, Androjuache, Troades, and Rhesus. On the

rest there is hardly anything, about a dozen notes each on the

Ion, Helena, Hercules Furens and Electra ; on the others even

less. The history of the influence of his plays on the Roman
and modern drama is very curious, but I must refer the reader

for this and other details to my larger monograph on the poet.
'

§ 228. Bibliographical I proceed to notice the principal

MSS. and editions. The extant MSS. have been carefully

classified by Elmsley (Pref. to Medea and Bacch.), by Dindorf,

and by Kirchhoff" in the preface to his Medea. None of them

contains all the plays. The older selection contains the nine

plays of the Vatican MS. just mentioned, but of these the first

five are in a Venice MS., which is the oldest and best, and

six in a Paris MS. (A, 2712). We accordingly have these plays

better preserved, and with scholia. The rest are extant in

two fourteenth century MSS., the Laurentian C (plut. 32, 2,

at Florence), which contains all the plays but the Troades and

a portion of the Bacchce, and the Palatine (287), at the Vatican

Libraiy, which contains seven of the latter section, except the

end of Heracleidce. Thus there are three plays, the Hercules

Furens, the Helena, and the Electra, which depend upon the

Florentine C alone, which has only been of late collated once

'

Euripides, in Mr. Green's scries of classical writers. (Macmillan,

1879.)
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(by de Furia) for the edition of Matthise. An examination of

this codex on the Helena and Hercules Furens proved to me
that a good deal of help might still be derived from another

and more careful collation. The same result appears from the

recent collation of the Electra by Heyse.* More recent copies

need not here be mentioned. Most critics are now agreed that

all these texts are full of interpolations, arising from repeti-

tions, school reading, and from additions to the choral odes by

grammarians. As to editions, four plays {Medea, Hippolytiis,

Alcestis, Andfomache) were first edited by J. Lascaris, in capitals,

at Florence, about 1496
—a rare and undated book. The

proper pritueps edition is that of Aldus (1503), containing

eighteen plays, the Electra not appearing till 1545 (Victorius,

Rome). This edition is based upon good MSS., and its value

is much greater than those which succeeded it, and which I

therefore pass over till the studies of Valckenaer, whose

Diatribe on the fragments marks an epoch. I have already

noted all the good special editions of each play under its head-

ing. Of late critical editions we may mention that of Matthije

(1829-39), of Fix, in Didot's series (1843), of A. Kirchhoff

(1868), of Nauck (Teubner), of H. Weil (sept tragedies, Paris,

1868), and of Mr. Paley, who has given us a text and commen-

tary in three volumes (i860). Besides the versions of single

plays already mentioned, there are translations of the whole

works into German by Bothe, Donner, Hartung, Fritze, and

Kock, into French by Prdvost and Brumoy, into Italian by
Carmelli (Padua, 1743), into English by Potter (reproduced in

Valpy's classics, 182 1), and by WoodhuU (1782, four volumes).
Carmelli and WoodhuU not only give all the plays, with many
good notes, but all the fragments then collected by Barnes and

Musgrave, with an index of names and even of moral senti-

ments. There is also an edition of four select tragedies pro-
duced anonymously in 1780, There are unfinished lexicons

to Euripides by Faehse and Matthiae, and a full index in

Beck's Ed.
' Cf. Hermes, vii. 252, sq.
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CHAPTER XVIII.

THE LESSER AND THE LATER TRAGIC POETS.

§ 229. Nothing is more remarkable than the deep shade

thrown over all the other Greek tragic poets by the splendour

of the great Triad which has so long occupied us. It may
perhaps not excite wonder that their contemporaries should be

forgotten, but we are surprised that of their successors none

should have stood the test of time, or reached us even through

the medium of criticism. Nevertheless, of the vast herd of

latter tragedians two only, and two of the earliest—Ion and

Agathon
—can be called living figures in a history of Greek

literature. And these, as it happens, encountered the living

splendour of Sophocles and Euripides. Moreover, our scanty

information seems to have omitted some of the most popular
of the later playwrights, for of the 700 tragedies which are

attributed to them in the notes of Suidas and elsewhere, we can

only find fifteen victorious pieces. Who then won the prizes ?

or was the taste of the Athenian ochlocracy so conservative,

that they persisted in reserving all the honours for reproductions

of the old masterpieces ? If this were so, how comes it that

the writing of new and unsuccessful tragedies became so

dominant a fashion ? And yet even the Poetic of Aristotle,

which treats mainly of the laws of tragic poetry, hardly men-

tions any of them, and then almost always by way of censure.

This much is therefore certain, that while comedy was making
new developments, and affording a field for real genius and

for real art, tragedy, though for a time maintaining its import-

ance and even its popularity, had attained its zenith, and its

later annals are but a history of decay. Of the older poets,

who were contemporary with Sophocles and Euripides, we
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hear in Suidas of Aristarchus of Tegea, the author of i oo plays,

and only twice a victor, from whom Ennius seems to have

borrowed his Achilles ; also of Achaus of Eretria, who con-

tended with Euripides in 01. 83, who only won once, though

the author of forty-four. The scholia to the Medea of Euripides

cite Neophron or Neophon as the author of the poet's model,

and quote from him two good fragments, which, when supple-

mented by the soliloquy of his Priam from Stobffius, seem to

indicate some talent. But these scanty hints, and the notice

of Suidas that he first brought on the stage tutor-slaves and

the torturing of domestics—whatever that may mean—are all

that remains to us of his 120 dramas.

§ 230. But we hear a great deal more of Ion of Chios, who

was in many respects a remarkable figure. As he told of his

having when a youth met Kimon in society at Athens, his

birth must fall about Ol. 74 ;
his death is alluded to by

Aristophanes
* as recent, I suppose, and therefore shortly

before 01. 89, 3. Though in character as well as in birth

a pure Ionian, he seems to have lived much at Athens, and

from a drinking song quoted in Athenaeus appears also well

acquainted with Spartan traditions and cults. But these could

have been learned firora Kimon's aristocratical society at

Athens, as they always affected Spartan style, in the sarne man-

ner that foreign nobles of sundry nations mimic Englishmen.

Ion seems to have met yEschylus, and possibly Sophocles, at

the opening of his career, and to have been a much-travelled

and social person, of large experience, agreeable manners, and

ample fortune. Perhaps he is the earliest example of a literary

dilettante, who employed his leisure in essays of various sorts

of writing. He composed elegies,^ melic poems, both dithyrambs
and hymns, especially a /^j;;/;/ to Opportunity (vfiiog Kaipov), epi-

grams, tragedies, and prose works in Ionic dialect—the latter

either on the antiquities of Chios, or in the form of jnemoirs

(called also fwi^rj^iai and GvvtKly)iJ.T}TiKoi). These latter, which

must have been a novel form in literature, are often cited by

' Fax, 835, with a good scholion.

* Cf. above, p. 192,
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Plutarch and Athenasus as valuable historical sources, and were

discussed in a special work on Ion by Baton of Sinope.

We are here, however, concerned with his tragedies, of

which the number is variously stated from twelve to forty.

Perhaps the lesser number refers to trilogies. He first con-

tended in 01. 82, was unsuccessful against Euripides in 87, 4,

but when aftenvards victorious, sent the Athenians a present

of Chian wine. We have ten titles, some of them very curious,

e.g. the Great Drama (Mf'ya l^u.\xa). His satyrical play, the

Omphale, was very popular. None of the fragments are

sufficient to give an idea of the plot, but their style is good,
and the expression easy and elegant.

Achczus of Eretria flourished between 01. 74 and ^t^, but

only gained a single prize out of forty-four dramas. He is

once praised as second only to ^schylus in sat)Tical drama.

Athenaeus speaks of him as smooth in style, but at times dark

and enigmatical. His scanty fragments afford us no means of

correcting this judgment.

§ 231. We may pass next to a poet whose figure comes

before us with peculiar clearness in the pictures of Plato and

Aristophanes. Whether their portraits are faithful is not easy
to say, but it is not likely that they were far from the truth,

especially as they are not inconsistent, though very dissimilar

in many respects.

In the opening of the Thesmophoriazusee Agathon (son of

Tisam'enus) is appealed to as an effeminate and luxurious man
whose soft and sensuous poetry was the natural outcome of his

nature. A specimen
—of course a parody

—is given of an alter-

nate hymn between the poet and his chorus, which is not with-

out grace and beauty. But this satirical picture is much
modified by the hearty friendliness of the allusion in the Frogs,
where Dionysus, in reply to Heracles, who asks about Agathon
next after Sophocles, says

' he is gone and has left me, a good

poet and a deep regret to his friends. H. Whither has the

poor fellow gone? D. To the feast of the blessed.' The hos-

pitable and social side of the man is not less prominent in

Plato's Symposium, the scene of which is laid in his house, where

he acts the part of a most gentlemanly and aristocratic host,
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and makes a remarkable speech on the nature of Love, which

may possibly be drawn from his writings, but of this no evidence

remains to us. There is indeed a corrupt passage in Diony-

sius, which makes him, with Likymnius, a pupil of Gorgias,

and this hint has prompted Blass • to analyse Avith care his

speech in the Symposium, and his language in the parody
of Aristophanes, to detect Gorgian features. There seems to

be strong evidence in the speech, which is evidently a dramatic

imitation of a peculiar style, that Agathon did borrow its

complexion from his friend Gorgias. There is the same atten-

tion to a fixed and obvious scheme, the same love of playing

upon words, and seeking alliterations. As these features recur

in the odes ascribed to him by Aristophanes, it is probable
that his style was really formed from the oratory of the great

SiciHan.

Though he is proved by these and many other allusions

and anecdotes to have been a prominent figure in Attic soci-

ety, we have very few facts transmitted about his life. Bom
about 01. 83, he first gained a prize in 01. 90, 4, and is men-

tioned as having praised Antiphon's great defence of him-

self to the orator, who felt consoled in his condemnation by
the approval of one competent judge among the ignorant

public. He left Athens before the end of the 93rd 01. for the

Macedonian court, where the good living and absence of sharp
criticism probably suited his easy-going and perhaps indolent

genius ;
and there he died in the prime of life, before 405 b.c

There remain to us the titles of only seven of his tragedies,

Thyestes, the Destruction of Ilium—in which alone, says the

Poetic of Aristotle, he failed—Alcmceon, Aerope, Thyestes, and

lastly the Flower (ardoc), so strange a title that some critics

consider it a false reading for some proper name. But as we
are told ^ that both the characters and the plot were in this

play invented, the curious title is not improbable ;
and we

have here an original attempt at a tragedy departing from the

received myths, consequently from all religious basis, and a
notable advance in the history of the drama. We learn from

the Foetic also, to me a suspicious source, that he was the ori-

' Atlische Beredtsamkeit, i. 76.
^ Poet. 9.
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ginator of the habit of composing choral odes loosely or not at

all connected with a plot
—an innovation commonly attributed

to Euripides. The few extant fragments, as well as the speech
in Plato, point to great neatness of style, and an epigrammatic

turn, which the Attic writers called K0fi\p<n7jg or rhetorical

finish. This quality makes him a favourite source of quotation

with Aristotle. We find, therefore, in Agathon an independent
and talented artist, -working on the same lines, and in the same

direction, as Euripides, but without his industry or philosophic
seriousness.

§ 232. The case of Critias is more difficult to decide.

One play, the Sisyphus, often ascribed to Euripides, seems

to have been comi)Osed by Critias, but the frank atheism

expressed in the extant fragment makes us think he did not

mean it for public performance. Another, the Feirithous, is

doubtfully ascribed to him by Athenseus, but elsewhere called

Euripidean. Thus the tragedy of Critias seems to have been

distinctly intended to convey sceptical views in theology and

in natural philosophy, outdoing the more artistic and reticent

character of Euripides's teaching.'

During the same period the families of the great tragic

poets were either reproducing, or composing, with some success.

Two sons of ^schylus were tragic poets, one of whom, Eu-

phorion, succeeded four times with unpublished plays of his

father, and defeated Euripides in 01. 87, 4. He also composed

original plays. lophon, son of Sophocles, is spoken of as

gaining victories, and also as a bad poet. But the grandson,

the younger Sophocles, who produced the CEdipus Colotieus,

was of more repute, and often declared victor. The younger

Euripides, nephew of the great poet, is not prominent. There

appear also among the descendants of /Eschylus his nephew

Philocles, an ugly and mean-looking man, who defeated

Sophocles' CEdipus Rex ; and then a series of grandsons and

nephews
—Morsimus, Melanthius, Astydamas, and a younger

Philocles. These men are chiefly known by the ridicule of the

comic poets, which has immortalised a host of obscurities.

• His prose works will be noticed hereafter.
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The famous passage in the Frogs
^

gives us Aristophanes' judg-
ment on this herd of tragic poetasters, whose names are not

worth enumeration here. I will only observe that the German
critics have adopted far too literally the scorn and ridicule of

Aristophanes, who was often an unfair critic, and probably

gave rein to private spite and party feeling in many of his judg-
ments. Ifwe had only his ridicule of Agathon in the Thestnopho-

riazusce preserved, and had lost the Frogs and Plato's Sympo-

siu?n, I have no doubt Agathon would occupy a very different

place in the judgment of learned philologists. Of the lesser

poets Meletus has gained notoriety by his attack on Socrates
;

Critias by his political activity, and his elegies, of which no
mean fragments have been preserved ; there was also Diony-
sius of Syracuse, whose vanity and anxiety to succeed in

literature were of old much ridiculed. His poems were recited

with great pomp at Olympia (98, i), and received with jeering
and laughter. He really studied, and had his works revised

and criticised by Philoxenus and the tragic poet Antiphon ;

it is probably an Attic joke that he died of joy at a victory

gained in the Athenian Lenaea (01. 103, i).

' vv. 89, sq. : HP. oinovv eVep' iffr ^vravda fx.(ipaKvWia

rpayc^Sias iroiovvra irXelv ^ fivpias,

"EvpnrlSov irKeTv ^ cTTaSi^ \a\i(Trfpa ;

Al. iTri(pvWi5fs ravr' fcrrl Kal CTOJ/iuA/iaTa,

XeA(5<Jj/coj' /xovaela, \w0rjTal rex'^VS,

& (ppovSa OaTTOv, f)u ix6vov xop^v y^d^Ti,

aira^ TTpocrovp{](Ta.VTa rrj rpayif^ia..

ySvii^ov Se itoiijt^v &)/ ovx fvpois en

^TITWf &v, SffTts prtfjLo, yevvaiov Kukoi.

HP. TT&Js ySpifiOv;

AI. d>Sl yovifjiov, ocTTLs 4>d4y^€Tai

TOiovTOvi ri irapaKeKiv5wev/j.4vou,

aldfpa Aths ^wixaTiov, ^ xp^^ov TrdSa,

^ (ppei'a /xev ovk ideKovcrav 6fj.6crai Kaff Upwv,

yXwrrav 5' eTriopKTicraaav ISiq t^s (pptvos.

HP. ere 5e tovt' apeaKet ;
AI. /xaWa. irKtlv ^ fxaiuoixai.

HP. ^ fjL))v Ko^aKd y eVriV, is KaX (Toi ZoKil.

A\. fi}) rbi/ f^hv oXkh vovv •

^xeis yap oiKiav.

HP. Kol fi^v arex^^^ 7^ ira/j.-n-ouripa (paiverai.

AI. Senr^ftly /xe SiSo(7/c€.
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The later notices of tragedy are not clear enough for any

short survey. I must refer the reader to the careful discussion

in Welcker's third volume, and the long summary in Bernhardy.

The school of Isocrates produced one man, Theodectes, rather

a rhetorician than a tragic poet, who was honoured with the

friendship of Alexander and Aristotle. Then follows the head

of the dvayvuxjTiKoi, Chffiremon, who wrote for a reading public,

and altogether in that rhetorical style which infected all later

tragedy in Greece, in Rome, and in the French renaissance.

The Alexandrian tragedians, the best seven ofwhom were called

the Pleias, and who were thought in their day very wonderful

people, do not concern us in a survey of Greek classical

literature.



CHAPTER XIX.

THE ORIGIN OF COMEDY—THE DORIC SCHOOL, EPICHARMUS,
SOPHRON—THEOCRITUS AND HIS SCHOOL.

§ 2;^^.
' Comedy did not attract attention from the begin-

ning, because it was not a serious pursuit. Thus thearchon did

not assign a chorus to the comic poets till late, for they were

(at first) volunteers (eBeXovTal, apparently a technical term).
But it was not until it had attained some fixity of form that its

poets are recorded as such. It is forgotten who fixed its cha-

racters (masks) or style, or number of actors, or such other

details.' This is the statement in Aristotle's Poetic, from which

all historians of ancient comedy now start. While tragedy,

being distinctly associated with religion, soon came under state

protection, comedy, which was indeed a part of the Dionysiac

feast, but a mere relaxation of revelry, was allowed to take care

of itself, and to develop as best it could. But in most cases it

was found that the political and social license of democracy
was favourable to its claims, and its political capabilities raised

it to great glory in the old Attic school of Aristophanes. This

side of comedy gave rise to part of the claim justly made by
the Dorians, that they had originated both tragedy and comedy—a claim the more reasonable, as it is clear that the Dorians

were the originators, and the lonians the perfecters, of many
forms of literature.

' Wherefore (says Aristotle) the Dorians

lay claim to both tragedy and comedy, to comedy the people
of Megara, both those of this (Nisaean) Megara because of

their democracy, and those of Sicily (on account of Epichar-

mus). And they cite the terms used as evidence. For the

outlying villages which the Athenians call In^im they call
Koj/xai,

as comedians were so called not from joining in the Kuifiog
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(procession of revellers), but on account of their wandering

through the villages, because they were held in no repute
in the city.' This derivation of K-w/iwc/a is probably the

right one, and does not conflict with the term rpvywaa, the

song of the lees, or of the vintage feast, at which time such

diversions have been common with all southern nations.

Another passage in the Poetic which speaks of comedy being

originally impromptu, and being derived from the phallic pro-

cessions, still common in most Greek towns, is not so accu-

rate, and only means that these phallic processions were carried

on both at the season, and in the frame of mind which suited

the old rude comedy. The phallic feasts of the Egyptians,
described by Herodotus,^ show this combination of the

worship of nature, and of satirical and comic personalities.

Bat there is no evidence that these processions, even when

they gave rise to special hymns, of which we have traces, ever

advanced to any dramatic form. Of course this account of the

origin of comedy, which is evidently historical, disposes of the

remark in the Poetic, that what is called Homer's Alargites was

the first model of comedy, as the Iliad was of tragedy. This

poem was probably the earliest attempt at drawing a genuine
character from a ridiculous point of view

; but I am not sure

that the Thersites of the Iliad could not have served the

purpose just as well.

It results from the obscure origin of comedy among village

people, that it should develop itself variously, according as

the same seed fell upon various ground, both as to circum-

stances and as to the special genius of the men who raised it

into literature. But there is one great division which we may
separate at once, and relegate to after discussion—I mean the

Attic comedy, which, though apparently imported from Megara,
and long dormant, in due time developed into a great and

fruitful branch of Greek poetry, with a definite progress and a

well-determined history. The other branch, to which we now

turn, is rightly called the Doric, because we find it among no

other Greeks than Dorians, and almost everywhere among
them, but differing so widely in form, tone and temper, accord-

'
ii. 58.
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ing to its age and home, that there is perhaps no name of

wider and more various acceptation. But, in the first instance,

the reader should be warned against taking the Spartans of

history as representatives of the Dorian type. Whatever they

may have been before the Ephors reduced them to a camp of

ignorant and narrow-minded soldiers, under what is called the

Lycurgean discipline
— this much is certain, that all other

Dorians—Megarians, Argives, Italiots, Sikeliots, Rhodians—
differed widely from the Spartan type. We might as well take

the Roman type as representative of those lively volatile Italic

people, out of which they rose by a peculiar history, and

peculiar social and political conditions.

§ 234. {a) The Spartans had a sort of comedy, in which

players, who were called ItiK^hiKTa'i, acted in pantomime certain

comic parts, apparently of both special adventures (such as

those of a thief) and of characters (such as that of a foreign

physician). ^uKr\Kov is said to be synonymous with
^i/^/j?/.m.

Apparently those who represented women were called ftpnaX-

Xii^rai. These actors were, as might be expected, held in

contempt by the Spartans, and were always either perireci or

helots. Thus a reply of Agesilaus, given by Plutarch, ex-

presses the contempt which grave persons of the Periclean

type would feel for a '

play-actor.' (d) The efforts of the

Megarians are more important,^ though hardly less obscure,

inasmuch as through Susarion they led the way to Attic,

and through their Sicilian colony to the highest Sicilian,

comedy. The violent political conflicts in which the citizens

were engaged seem to have excited their natural taste for

lampoon and libel, and in the democratic period which

followed the expulsion of Theagenes (about 600 B.C.) they

developed a rude and abusive comedy, which is only known

to us through the contemptuous allusions of the old Attic

comedians. It was probably never written down, so that

on'y stray verses survived.^ Susarion wandered into Attica

' The phallic pomps celebrated at Sikyon and the neighbouring Doiic

towns of Achaia can hardly be identified with even the widest acceptation

of Doric comedy.
*
Strangely enough, the extravagance of their stage appliances (purple
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about 01. 50, and was said to have performed in Attic villages.

The lines against women cited as his are not genuine. Tolynus

is called the inventor of the metrical forms, but is probably,

as Meineke has suggested,' confused with the celebrated Tellen,

an early flute-player, whose epitaph in the Anthology says

he was TrpHtTov yvovTa yeXoiofitXelv. Of Myllus we know

only the proverb
'

Myllus hears everything,' which seems as if

he had represented the daily failings of his townsmen upon the

stage. Mceson was the most celebrated, but was perhaps a

Sicilian Megarian, and was popular at the court of the Peisistra-

tidae. Character masks were called Masons, and on one of

the Hermae at Athens was inscribed his gnome, dvT evepyeoir^s
^

Ay ajiifiroi'a ciirrav ^A\aioi.

§ 235. (^) We pass to the more important Sicilian branch

of Doric comedy. The earliest of whom we hear anything

is Arisioxemis of Selinus, placed by Eusebius about 01. 29,

who is spoken of as ' the originator of those who recited

iambics according to the ancient fashion.' "^ The word lafi-

ftil^eiv was early used (like yecpvpii^eiy) for lampooning, and

we may be certain that among the rich and prosperous

Sicilians there was ample time and occasion to encourage this

sort of amusement. Cicero and Quintilian speak of the Sici-

lians as particularly quick and lively people, always ready with

a witty answer even in untoward circumstances, much as the

Irish would be described by an English stranger now-a-days.

But I think the Germans are wrong in inferring that this Roman

description applies to the Sicilians as compared with other

Greeks, and not merely to the contrast Cicero felt to the stupid

Roman boors, who, like the English rustic, combined political

sense with social ignorance and dullness. But the Sicilian

smartness at repartee, and their love of gossip and amusement,

arose not merely from the lively Greek temperament, but from

this combined with material wealth and political education.

hangings) is cited by Aristotle (Mr. Eth. iv. 2, § 20) as an example of

wastefulness. But this was in the fourth century B.C.

' NisL Com. p. 38.
-
Hephaestion adds a specimen of his anapaests, which has been already

quoted above (§ 117).
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The splendour of the Syracusan court under Gelon and Hieron

developed, among other literary forms, that of a distinct and

real comedy, in which three masters distinguished themselves

—all in the earlier part of the fifth century B.C. These were

Epicharmus, Phormos and Deinolochos. Concerning the pre-

parations for this comedy, the obscure forerunners of these

men, and concerning the details of their performances, we are

totally in the darL

Of the latter two we only know that Phorttios (perhaps
a local form for Phormis '

) was contemporary with Epichar-

mus, and came from the district of Maenalon in Arcadia
;
that

he was intimate in Gelon's palace and the instructor of his

children
;
that he was, moreover, so renowned in war under

Gelon and Hieron as to justify his dedicating certain offerings

at Olympia, which Pausanias describes
;
and that he was the

author of six comedies on mythological subjects
—Admetus,

Alkinoos, the Fall of Ilion, Perseus, &c., of which not a single

fragment has survived. He also improved the stage dresses

and hangings.
Deinolochosf^Aio is placed in the seventy- third 01. and called

a pupil or rival of Epicharmus, composed fourteen dramas in

the Doric dialect, which are only cited about a dozen times

by grammarians for peculiar forms. The titles known are the

Amazons, Telephus, Medea, Althea, and the Comic Tragedy.
So far as we can see, these two men developed that peculiar
form of comedy for which Epicharmus also was famous, that of

the travesty of gods and heroes. This mythological farce of

the Sicilians is thought by the Germans to have differed from the

satyrical dramas of the Attic tragedians in that the gods and
heroes were here themselves ridiculed, whereas in our extant

satyrical drama, the Cyclops, the hero Odysseus retains his dig-

nity, but is brought into the society of Silenus and his lazy and
wanton followers. It seems to me, however, that there is evi-

' This is Lobeck's notion. But the curious variation in the name and
the single mention of Phormis, the general or warrior, by Pausanias, have
led Lorenz, I think justly, to doubt the identity of the warrior with the

comedian, and assume the latter to have been Phormos. Cf. his EtU
charmos, p. 85, note.

VOL. I. D D
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dence of a close relation between the two branches, as will

presently appear.

§ 236. Epicharmus was a much greater man, and accord-

ingly somewhat more of his work and influence has survived.

On his life we have only a short and dry article by Diogenes

Laertius, who classes him among the philosophers, without

mentioning his comedies, and a jumbled notice in Suidas,
which seems altogether untrustworthy when it contradicts the

statements of Diogenes. According to this latter, Epichar-
mus was the son of Elithales of Kos, and came, when three

months old, with his father to the Sicilian Megara. If he was

a follower of Pythagoras during his life, he must have visited

Magna Grsecia. But he afterwards removed to Syracuse, which

claims the chief honour in being the scene of his works. Dio-

genes' account of his writings is very airious and unsatis-

factory.
' He left memoirs (uTTo^r^^iara), in which he (pvatoXoyt',

yiu>fxo\oye~i, larpoXoytl
— discusses nature, utters moral gnomes,

and gives medical receipts.' This implies that the com-

piler had access only to a selection of notable passages from

his works, and did not know his comedies. He adds that

he marked them as his own by anagrams, which looks as if

the writings were spurious, and we know that false Epichar-
mian writings were extant

;
also that he died aged ninety years.

Yet the main substance of this notice seems to be true. The

poet was born about 01. 60, and must have visited Magna Groecia

before the break-up of the Pythagoreans in 01. 68. Whether
he really entered the Pythagorean order we do not know. On
his return to Sicilian Megara, he set himself to giving a more

literary form to the rude farces which already existed among the

Megarians. About 01. 73 he appears of great fame at the court

of Gelon, and more especially of Hieron in Syracuse, where
he met the greatest literary men of the day, and died at a great

age.

§ 237. The notice that he added letters to the alphabet arises

either from some later letters being first adopted in his works,
or from his intimacy with Simonides at Syracuse. It is not

impossible, as Simonides did adopt some additions, that he

persuaded Epicharmus to spread their use in copies of his very
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popular plays. There are two or three anecdotes preserved of

his intercourse with Hieron. The best epigram upon him is not

that quoted by Diogenes, but one remaining to us among the

poems of Theocritus, which seems genuine. We must imagine
the court of Hieron, notwithstanding his occasional cruelty and

suspicion, as the most brilliant and cultivated centre in the

Hellenic world. It is likely that Epicharmus here met not

only Simonides, but also Bacchylides, Pindar, and ^Eschylus.'

We must add to this list an acquaintance with Theognis, who
resided at the Sicilian Megara during the poet's earlier years

Being thus in contact with the greatest literary men of the age,

he was not less familiar with early Greek philosophy. Pythagoras

we have already mentioned. There are remaining distinct allu-

sions, perhaps polemical, to the opinions ofboth Xenophanes and

Pleracleitus. Nay more, so profound were the speculative allu-

sions in his comedies, that they seem to have been gathered, and

to have obtained great importance at an early date, so much so

that his latest biographer holds him to have composed a didactic

poem -KEpi ^uo-twt, on nature. This notion is, however, in itself

improbable. The obscure notices of his medical, and even

veterinary, treatises rest on equally untrustworthy grounds. But

his comedies were very widely known and quoted ;
and in them

he was said to put forth his views in dramatic form, perhaps
for safety's sake, as may have been the case with Euripides.

Plato knew them well, and cites them as Heraclitic in tone,

and the work of the chief of comic writers.* The younger

Dionysius wrote about them. The most important work upon
him was the critical essay of ApoUodorus, in ten books. Ennius

compiled a poem called Epicharmus from his philosophical

utterances, of which a few lines on physical speculations survive,

which were perhaps put into the poet's mouth.'

' lie is even said to have ridiculed the latter (Schol. ^.sch. Eumen,
626) for his constant use of the word rifiaKcpov/jfvos.

'' TheiEt. 152 D.
' The statement of Horace, (Dicitur) Plautus ad exemplar Siculi pro-

perare Epicharmi (Epp. ii. I, 58), has given rise to great discussion. He
mentions this as only the theory of the critics who liked old Latin poetry,
and compared it with great Greek models. But '

properare
'

is a curious

word, and seems only to apply to the easy flow of the dialogue. There
D D 2
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§ 238. We have still the names and some fragments of the

thirty-five comedies acknowledged as genuine.' Our fragments

do not tell us much about the plots of these plays ;
but it is more

than probable that there was not much plot, as is the case even

with the old Attic comedy, and that the whole interest lay in a

clever dialogue, and the working out of single comic scenes, in

which either celebrated myths were travestied, or philosophical

notions aired and parodied. There is also reason to think

that rhetorical subtleties, such as antitheses, and other devices

which led to the system of Korax and Tisias, were also ridi-

culed, and that accordingly the first beginnings of Greek elo-

quence are here to be detected.^ Lorenz, in his monograph,

compares with a good deal of point the simpler pieces of

Moliere, such as the Manage force?' The love of eating and

drinking, so prominent in Sicily, suggested to him his travesty

called the Marriage of Hebe (with Heracles), in which the feast

seems to have occupied most of the play, and in which the

gluttony of the gods was portrayed.'* On account of the

numerous dishes cited, we have it quoted, some forty times, by

Athenseus, in its two editions. Athenseus has also preserved to

is no evidence of any plot of Plautus being borrowed from Epicharmus.

The prologue of the Meiiachmi only asserts Sicilian scenery and manners

in the play, and is, moreover, probably spurious. The Romans copied the

new Attic comedy in these plays, their Atellana^ or farces were taken from

Italic or Sikelic sources.

' They may be divided into three classes—mythological travesties,

such as the "AytiuKos, Bovcipis, "A^Sas ya^ios, brought out afterwards in a new

edition as MoCcai, 'OSuo-creus avrSfioKos, 'OSvcrffeiis vavayis, See. ; character

plays, such as "EKiris ^ irXovros, Qeapol, 'EirtviKios
;

and lastly, dialectical

plays, based on the love of dispute and argument among Sicilians, which

seems to have been quite as remarkable as it was at Athens. This class

is represented by his To. koI QaXaffira, the contest of sea and land (as to

advantage), and the x6yos koX Xoylva.

2 Cf. Blass, AtL Ber. i. p. 17.

' Lorenz, p. 226.

* Here is the picture of Heracles at his dinner (Lorenz, p. 223) :
—

Trparou fiev al h' fcrdour' tSois vii/, anoddvots.

^pf/xd fxiv (pdpvyi, e^/SoO', apafie? 5' a yfdOos,

\i/0(pe'i
8' 5 ydfKpios, rerpiyf S' d KvvdSaiv,

ffi^fi 5e rats piyfiTcri,
Kivf7 S' ovara.
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us his picture of the parasite, a character first invented for the

stage by him, from the 'EXtt/c, a character comedy.' A great

many of the other fragments are Hkewise upon dishes and

eating.

By far the most important philosophical passages remain-

ing to us are, however, preserved from another curious and

accidental source. Diogenes, who says nothing ofEpicharmus'
comedies in his short official notice of the poet, quotes in his

life of Plato a Sicilian rhetor, Alkimos, who wrote a book to

show that all Plato's doctrines were borrowed from Epichar-
mus. In support of this theory, which owes its existence to

the Pythagorean and Eleatic elements in Plato's teaching,
which the Sicilian poet brought on his stage, several dialec-

tical, metaphysical, and rhetorical arguments are quoted.^
The discussion of their deeper import, however, belongs rather

to the history of philosophy than of literature. The narra-

tive form, which seems predominant in his plays, has misled

Lorenz and others to ascribe these passages to a poem -mfi.

(bvTewQ.

§ 239. As there never was but one Greek theatre at Syracuse—that of which the magnificent remains still strike the traveller

of to-day
—we must conceive these comedies performed in it,

probably with a chorus like that of modern plays, and not a

'^vvSenrveai rf XSivri, KaXicrai Set fi.6vov,

Kol Tcf ya fj.ri5h Xwvti kwvZIv Sei KaKiiv.

Tr\ve1 5e x"/"^'^ ">' *'V^ '^'"^ noiew troKvv

yeKoura Kal rhv Iffriui/r' iiraiveee.

KoX KOL TIS aVTlOV TL \fj T^VCi} \4yilV,

Trjvai KuSacfo/xai t6 Kan' Siv ijxdS/j.av.

KijTreiTa ttoWo. Karacpaytliv, ir6K\' ffxiriciv,

&Treifj.i. Kvxvou 5' ovx o Trdts fioi (Tv/X(p4pfi'

epTToi 5' oAiffOpd^uv re Kal Kara aKdros

ipri/xos- OKKa S" ivrvxcii ro?s Trepnr6\ots,

TOvO' olov ayaOhy iirt\4y(ii toIs deoTs, 3ti

oil KwvTL 7r\e7ov aWa fxacrriyoiv ri /xe.

iirel Se x' ^'^kco oIkclSis KaracpOapeis,

&ffTpO}TOS ivScc Kal TO flij/ TTpwr' OV KOWf
as Ka fi' &KpaTos oJvos aixcpi-rrrj (ppn/ds.

*
Diog. L. iii. 12, 9. sq.
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constant element as in tragedy. The dialect of the fragments
is a refined and literary Doric ;i the metres, of which the

trochaic tetrameter was called the Epicharmian metre from
his frequent use of it, are simple and correct. We still have

anapaests and iambics combined with the trochees. There were

many lines so celebrated as to be quoted all through Greek
literature.^

If we consider the great celebrity of Epicharmus' plays
which were brought out at the most brilliant centre of Greek

literature, at the town which took up the literary splendour
ruined at Miletus, and only dawning at Athens, we need not
be surprised that he exercised a strong influence on the Attic

drama. But this is not felt in Attic comedy so much as in

the Attic satyric drama, where the titles of the plays constantly

suggest Epicharmian models, and even in the later tragedy,
where we find many heroes endowed with low qualities, and

perpetually appearing on the stage in a sorry garb and still

sorrier character. Thus the serio-comic features in the Heracles
of Euripides' Alcestis, and especially his voracity ; the mean-
ness of Menelaus, and knavery of Odysseus in many other plays,

appear to me to have been suggested by the great popularity of

the travesties of the Sicilian comedian. It is not impossible
that the introduction of philosophy upon the stage may also

have been borrowed from him by Euripides, who seems to me
to have more points of contact with Epicharmus than have yet
been observed.'

§ 240. We pass to the Syracusan Sophron, son of Aga-
thocles and Damnasyllis, who lived about the middle of the

' Yet both Epicharmus and Sophron are cited by the scholiasts as

writing in the old and harsh Doric dialect, in contrast to Theocritus, who
writes the softer and more elegant new Doric.

'^

As, for example :

N<}0S bpr\ KtA v60S CLKOVft • Ti\Ao Ktixph Kal Tv<p\oi,
and

Na^€ Kal jxf^i/aff' oirnrTetv "

&p6pa tuCto rav (ppev(i>v.

" The best mcnographs on hpicharmus are by Grysar (Je Dor. Comced.
sub fin.), Welcker (A7. Schrift. i.), Bernlardy (in Ersch unci Grubers

Encyclop.), Holm, Gesch. Sic. i. 231, sq., and lastly, A.O. F. Lorenz's /.//-

charmos.v/hich has a complete collection of the fragments in the appendix.
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fifth century B.C., and composed Mimes
^
or mimic dialogues,

probably in rythmical p^ose, both with male and female cha-

racters. His son Xenarchus followed his example in the time

of the elder Dionysius, who employed him to lampoon the

people of Rhegium. The dialect was a somewhat broader

and more vernacular Doric than Epicharmus', but the dramatic

force and truth of Sophron's writing made him justly celebrated.

Not only did Plato study him carefully in order to give life to his

dialogues, but two of the best of Theocritus' poems, the second

and fifteenth idylls, are stated to have been directly copied
from the 'AKt'or^jtai and 'IrrQiual^ovain

—the former clumsily

(a/r££po(c<iX(2ie) copied, says the scholiast, in spite of its acknow-

ledged excellence.' Botzon argues that the title of the Isthmian

mime was Tal 9aju£iat Ta"la6nia, and, what is more important,

points out that, to judge from Theocritus' imitation, it was

probably an account of the ceremonies of the Lament for

Melicertes, which were closely analogous to the Adonis cult

and were a more natural scene for women's conversation than

the Isthmian games, to which married women were not ad-

mitted As to the Akestrice., he prefers to translate it the

Sfiichers, and imagines it to have been a dialogue among
girls, corresponding to the French grisettes, in which their

love affairs were discussed. From Theocritus' imitation, I

think this view wrong, and that it means the Curing Women,
those old half quacks half witches, who are common in every

superstitious society. But the scantiness of our fragments
leaves room for nothing but conjectures.

As to the controversy whether the mimes were in prose or

in verse, I fancy them like Walt Whitman's so-called poems,*

which, if they survive, may yet give rise to a similar discus-

sion. The mimes of Sophron were evidently very coarse

also—anothe^ parallel
—and were full of proverbs, and full of

humour, often using patois, which is very rare in Greek lite-

rature. But Sophron's neglect of form did not imply a revolu-

' In his careful program (Lyck, 1856).
' Botzon quotes a scholiast on a Hymn of Gregory Naz., which was

imitated, as to style, from Sophron : oSroy 7ap fiofos tUv ttoitjtwv bvduo7s

TKTi Koi KiiKois ixprjcTaro iroiriTiKris avaKoyias Karatpfoviiffas.
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tionary creed, it was rather a carefully concealed submission
to the laws of art. We have no hint whatever as to the per-
formance of these mimes, but their early date and style
seem foreign to a reading public, and we may imagine them

brought out in private society after the manner of the Syracusan
juggler's performance at the end of Xenophon's Symposium,
where the marriage of Dionysus and Ariadne was pantomimed
in a very suggestive way. Plutarch's mention of an attempt at

Rome to perform Plato's dialogues dramatically seems to point
in the same direction. We hear that the Latin satirist Persius
also copied Sophron, apparently with little success in elegance
or dramatic power. Tliere can, however, be no doubt of the re-

markable genius of the man, who was only in part a successor
to Epicharmus— in his proverbial features, and in the por-
traiture of ordinar)' life. But Epicharmus' philosophic earnest-

ness found no Syracusan successor.

The extant titles of these mimes suggest the life and pur-
suits of the lower classes

; viz. The Tunny Hshes, the ^vfx-

(f>07r6voQ or Bride- dresser, naiEiKa noifv^tic, '^Xuvs tcw nypm-
wror, the Fisher and the Husbandman (in what relation the
loss of the verb leaves us in doubt) ; The Women who say
they draw down the Goddess (moon ?). Also a Prometheus
and a Niintius are named. The few remaining fragments are

collected by Bloomfield, Classical Journal, vol. iv., and by
Botzon in a Program (separately printed as a tract, Marien-

burg, 1867).'

§ 241. The comedy of the Italiots, which found its chief seat
in the luxurious and laughter-loving Tarentum, does not come
within the range of classical Greek literature : its chief representa-
tive, Rhinthon, belongs to the Ptolemaic age, and his work only
survives in the imitation of his Amphitryo, a comic tragedy,
or parody of tragedy, by Plautus. The whole subject of the
varied comic performances, which were of old popular in

Magna Graecia, and gave rise to various subdivisions, Hilarodia,

Botzon's collection comprises some 150 words and phrases, almost all

cited for their dialect by Athensus, or by grammaiians and lexicographers.
They give us no idea of Sophron 's literary skill, but show his local colour,
and his strongly proverbial tone.



CH. XIX. RISE OF BUCOLIC POETRY. 409

a parody of tragedy, Magodia, a parody of comedy, Autalogia

and Kinadologia, moralising and indecent satires, Phlyako-

graphia, Hilarotragcedia, and the rest, together with lists of

names of authors and pieces
—all these belong to the curiosities

of Greek literature, and still more to the prolegomena of Roman

comedy and satire, and have accordingly been fully handled by

O. Jahn in the introduction to his Persius. It is said that

many painted vases of Magna Graecia represent scenes from

their various farces. This whole class of indecent, scurrilous,

or merely amusmg comic performances naturally came into

favour at the courts of Alexander and his successors, also among
the later tyrants, whose intellectual calibre may be estimated by
their recreations. The gastronomical turn of this and other

Greek comedy was developed by Hegemon of Thasos, Avho

was popular at Athens by his parody of epical grandeur well

delivered on this homely subject. This line was adopted by
Archestratus of Gela, whose i]lvTzlSf.ia. Ennius translated.

Crates and Matron are mentioned later. But the most re-

markable and serious of all the parodists seems to have been

Timon of Phlius, a serious and bitter sceptic of the school of

Pyrrho, who lived about 280 B.C. Of his various works the

most celebrated were the 2(\\oi, in three books, one narrative,

the rest in dialogue, in which he introduced Xenophanes, and

ridiculed the dogmatists in epic fashion. This man's fragments

are given by Mullach {FPG. i. 82), and discussed in a Latin

monograph by Curt Wachsmuth. The indecencies of Sotades,

and other later parodists, were in the Ionic dialect, and there-

fore do not come under the head of Doric comedy ; they are,

in any case, not worth discussing.

§ 242. But from another side, the mimic poetry of the Sici-

lians made a great mark in Greek literature. There can be no

doubt that the bucolic vein was early and strongly developed

among Sicilian shepherds. The use of the shepherd's pipe and

of responsive song was early developed in the country, and

from the oldest time in some peculiar relation to the shepherd
life in the mountains of Arcadia—worshipping the same god.

Pan, honouring the same traditions, and pursuing the same

habits. It even appears to me that in the great days of Gelon
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an;:! Hieron there was a considerable emigration from Arcadia

to Sicily
—the Alpheus flowing into Arethusa—for we know

that their mercenary armies were recruited from Arcadia, and

doubtless the veterans were better rewarded with upland pas-

tures in rich Sicily than by returning to their harsh and wintry

home. But the Arcadian music found itself already at home

in a country where the legends of the shepherd Daphnis

were older than Stesichorus, and had been raised by him into

classical literature. According to various authorities, Daphnis

was the son of Hermes and a nymph, and brought up in a

grove of laurels. Being an accomplished singer, and taught by
Pan to play on the pipe, he became the companion of Artemis

in her hunting, and delighted her with his music. His tragic

end, which is c jnnected with his love for a nymph, and his

faithlessness, was variously told, and these versions were the

favourite subject of pastoral lays, which were attached to the

worship of Artemis throughout Sicily, and celebrated in musical

contests at her feasts in Syracu'.e, where shepherds, called

l3ovKoXiaaTai, sang alternately m what was called Priapean

verse, of which the scholiasts have preserved a specimen.*

Other shepherds, such as the Komatas and Menalkas of Theo-

critus, and the Diomus of Epicharmus, were also similarly

celebrated. Indeed, there are slight but distinct traces that the

pastoral element was not absent from the comedies of Epi-

>
Ae'fai rav ayadav Tvxav

Ae'|o( Tav vyiaav

*Av (pepofiev Trapa raj 6eov

*Av fKa\4ff(xaT0 T-l\va.

There are the most interesting modern parallels in Sicily quoted in

Holm's c\\a.^;)i^x{Geschichte Sicilien's, vol. ii. pp. 306-7) on this subject. Con-

tests in improvisation, carried on in question and answer, or in statement and

counter statement, preserving the metre, are still common in Sicily, where

ihe competitors are obliged to lay aside their knives when they commence,

so great is iheir excitement. Both the satiric and the erotic tone in the old

bucolics survives, as we might expect ; but it is indeed surprising to learn

that the religious side —of old the worship of Artemis, and the laments for

Daphnis, her favourite— is still there, and trustworthy observers were pre-

sent in churches during the Feasts of St. John Baptist, the inventio cruets

(May 3), and of other saints, when the day was spent in alternate I'mpro*

vising on the lives of tne saints and on the suflerings of our Lord,
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charmus.' The satyric drama of Athens, as we know from

the only extant specimen, the Cyclops^ was very pastoral hi

its scenes, and there is nothing more Theoc7-itean, as people
would say, than the first chorus of satyrs in that play. What is

even more important, the comic poet Eupolis, who may have

borrowed more than is suspected from Epicharmus, brought out

an Alytc, of which the scanty fragments indicate the same

pastoral tone. We may be certain that Sophron did not omit

this side of common hfe in his Mimes, though it can hardly
have been prominent, as the scholiasts do not cite examples in

the arguments to Theocritus' poems.
^

§ 243. But it seems to me highly improbable that Theo-

critus, a poet of so strictly imitative an age, and of so very

imitative a genius, should have developed a remarkable origi-

nality in this single direction, and I therefore do not hesi-

tate to class him as an imitator of the Sicilian mimic poetry.

Two direct imitations of Sophron (not strictly bucolic poems)
have just been noticed, and I have already s])oken of Theo-

critus' epic and lyric efforts in connection with the Homeric

Hymns, the later epics, and the poems of Alcaeus and Sappho.
But his real fame rests upon his pastoral poems, in which

he introduced shepherds, herdsmen, and fishermen in familiar

discourse, and in the dialect of Sicily, but refined by the

highest literary skill. These bucolic poems have throughout
a mimic or dramatic character, as the scholiasts observe

;
the

poet's person is concealed under those of his speakers, or he

is himself (as in the 7th Id.) merely one speaker among several.

They have also a common feature in the pastoral scenery in

which they are laid. It is well known that earlier Greek

poetry was a poetry of cities and of men, and very seldom ajj-

proached what we call the picturesque. In the rare exceptions

' He was figuratively called the son ofXlfxapos and 5ijKts, and we even

have a fragment in which he says irot/xei/iKdv ri fieXos avXelaOai. Lorenz,

fragg. B 130.
2
Unfortunately, our scholia on Theocritus are such poor stuff, in spite

of their fullness, that we cannot depend upon this argument, and Sophron

may have treated many of Theocritus' subjects without being mentioned

by these late authorities.
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(such as the Homeric Hymn to Pan, and some of Euripides'

lyrics) we find the sounds of nature more prominent than

the sights, and this feature survives in all the pictures of Theo-
critus. But the growth of large cities on such sites as that of

Alexandria, and the consequent wear and weariness of modern

city life, gave a peculiar charm to the loca pastorum deserta,

atqiie otia dia. Hence the growth of a literary taste for the

pursuits and pleasures of the country. Thirdly, the great

majority of bucolic poems have an erotic vein. It seems

hard indeed to know what other subjects could engross the

mind of Sicilian shepherds, whose day was idled away in at-

tending on grazing herds and flocks. But a good deal of harm-

less banter, and some satirical touches, relieve the generally sad

tone of the Sicilian muse, which loves to dwell on the misfor-

tunes and griefs of love.

§ 244. We know but little of Theocritus' Hfe. He is called

the son of Praxagoras and Philinna, and also (owing to his

apparently caUing himself Simichidas) the son of Simichus, con-

cerning whom the learned have much puzzled themselves.

Whether his native land was Kos or Syracuse is uncertain. He
lived much in Sicily, but was also educated by Askle

piades of Samos and Philetas, apparently at Kos, and was

very intimate with the physician Nikias of Miletus, and the

poet Aratus of Soli. He spent, moreover, some time at Alex-

andria, and at the court of Ptolemy Philadelphus, where he

wrote his fourteenth, fifteenth, and seventeenth idylls, about

the year 259 b c. His poem in praise of Hieron H. seems

to date earlier, when he lived in Syracuse, about 265 B.C.

We may therefore consider the poet to have flourished about

270-50 B.C., and accordingly he belonged to that learned

epoch, when Alexandria led Greek literature, and when the

greatest men of the day spent their lives in imitating or in

criticising the older masters. Only two of the poets of that

age have attained to a permanent fame. Callimachus, Phi-

letas, and others highly prized in their day decayed with

Roman culture. Apollonius Rhodius and Theocritus have

survived, and are now the two Alexandrian poets of import-

ance. But Apollonius' models were so great that his talents
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are necessarily eclipsed by them; Theocritus, among the various

styles he attempted, struck upon a fresh vein, which had not be-

fore attained to world-wide fame. His models being either-

early lost or altogether obscure, he is to us of hke importance

with those earlier masters, who enriched the worn-out ways of

literature by a new form, sought in the true source of all living

song—the voice of the people. Hence it is to this part of

his work, his bucolic and mimic poems, that he owes all his

reputation. His imitations of epic hymns and ^olic love-

songs, though excellent in their way, are only, like the poem of

ApoUonius, the copies of greater originals.

§ 245. It is, I think, the most reasonable among the many

conflicting views as to the date of the various poems, to assume

that the epic attempts of Theocritus were his earliest, and were

written before he had found out the true bent of his genius.

The brilliant Alexandrian school of literature was only in its

infancy ; many poets were each contributing what they could

to give a new impulse to Greek literature
;
and there can be

no doubt that the tendency of the day was towards reviving the

epic form. But epic poetry and epic hymns without faith in

the myths of the heroic age were not likely to prosper. Thus

in the elegant Hymn to the Dioscuri which Theocritus has left

us, the concluding adventure describes the Twins as engaged
in a most unjust dispute, and slaying Lynceus, who represents

the cause of fairness and honesty. Not even Pindar would

have done this, not to say the tragic poets, who had trained

the Greek public to a moral handling of the old legends.- But

all such deeper views were foreign to Theocritus. He found

the facts of the myth before hira, and he tells them with the

simplicity not of faith, but of moral indifference. After at-

tempting another epic piece on Heracles and the Nemean lion

in Ionic dialect, he adopted the Doric style more natural to

him, in which he composed the Infa?it Heracles^ and the short

fragment on Peniheus, which properly belongs to a hymn to

Dionysus, and is modelled on Euripides' BaccJice. The 13th

Idyll on the rape of Hylas may be connected with the same

epoch of the poet's work, but shows very distinctly the erotic

vein prominent all through his later life. We may regard it,
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therefore, a transition to such poems as the 12th Idyll, and

perhaps even to the 19th and 30th, though these latter may-

belong to a later and maturer time. It is fairly conjectured
that while Theocritus was making these various essays in poetry,

many of which, such as the llpotr/cat, 'E\7rtc£e, 'Hpwt j ai, ia^/jo(,

&c., mentioned by Suidas, are now lost, he was hoping to

attain the favour of Ptolemy, but the competition was too great,

and he apparently returned to Syracuse, where he addressed

Hieron about the year 269 in a bold petition for the favour

and support he had elsewhere sought in vain. The tone

of this Idyll (16), as well as of the 17th, composed a few

years after, when he returned with new renown to Alexandria,
is somewhat low and servile. The bidding for royal favour,

which we can hardly excuse in Pindar and Simonides, is still

more unpleasant in a later and more conscious age. But there

is an impatient and self-asserting tone in the earlier poem
which makes way for downright adulation in the later. The

object of both was the same—an introduction to favour at

court, but the former from an unsuccessful, the latter from an

accepted suitor.

We may fairly assume that he turned his attention at Syra-
cuse to the mimes of Sophron, and the bucolic poetry of the

people, and returned to Alexandria the discoverer of a new

style, which at once distinguished him from his rivals, and

brought him his well-deserved rewards. His bucolic poems
were composed in mature life, and probably at Alexandria,

where their pastoral tone was very delightful to the inhabitants

of a crowded capital situate in the midst of bleak and scorching
sandhills. One of these, the 7th, may be regarded as in some
sense introductory to the rest It celebrates a pleasant day

spent with friends at a harvest feast, and a bucolic contest

carried on by the way. It is remarkable that, though the

scene is a real scene in Kos, which can still be indentified,

most of the names are fictitious shepherd names
\
the poet him-

self being called Simichidas, his friend Asklepiades Lykidas,
another Sikelidas. These men, who were men of learning
and culture, are presented under the guise of shepherds,

living their life and attired in their garb. So completely arti-
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ficial is this poem that we are tempted to beUeve in a club or

society of poets at Kos, Hke the ItaUan Arcadia of the seven-

teenth century, and that bucoHc poetry had already found a

literary development when Theocritus in his youth sojourned at

Kos. The speakers make hardly any effort to conceal their

real character under the pastoral mask, and Theocritus men-

tions with reverence his masters Philetas and Sikelidas, though

he by and bye professes to have learnt from the Muses as he

fed his flocks upon the mountains.

The other bucolic poems are simpler in structure, and more

dramatic in form—the poet concealing himself behind his

characters. They comprise amoebean strains, or contests of

shepherds before an umpire, and monologues of unhappy lovers,

such as Polyphemus. The names Daphnis, Thyrsis, Komatas,

&c., are used as stock names, nor are ihe critics at all justified

in rejecting as spurious poems where the Daphnis does not agree

with previous types. The metre generally used is the bucolic

hexameter, which is a mere literary form of the Priapean verses

already quoted, tlius :
—

aSu ^\v h. fioaxos yapvfrat, aSv Se x°- /3cSs

aSv Si x^ '^'"P^y^t X^ ^ovKoKos, aZv Se Kr\y<!>v.

The csesura after the fourth foot, and the beginning again with

the same word immediately after it, show how closely Theo-

critus followed the popular taste. In the refrains, too, which

are constant and prominent in his poems, we find a feature

which, though as old as ^schylus and liuripides, was par-

ticularly frequent in the Sicilian folk songs. The poetic contest

of the eighth poem is (exceptionally) in elegiacs.

§ 246. There are, properly speaking, but ten bucolic poems
in the collection, in which I include the Reaper's Dialogue and

the Lament of Polyphemus. These appear to have been edited by
Artemidorus shortly after the poet's death, before 200 B.C., and

contained the first eleven poems of our collection (omitting the

second), the ninth being placed last, as is evident from a sort

of postscript to that poem, appended by the editor of the col-

lection. The very striking mimic poems (ii.
and xv.), which

were imitated from Sophron, and the erotic poems, were after-

wards added. Finally, his youthful efforts in the epic style, and
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several spurious pieces,' were appended to the collection as his

fame became assured. The fifteenth is a scene from common
life in Alexandria, which describes two women and their maids

going to the laying out of Adonis, in which their dialogue is of

the greatest vivacity and dramatic power. Some flattery of

Ptolemy and his queen however adroitly brought in, rather

jars upon us in so excellent a mimic piece. The second,
which represents a maiden preparing magic charms, and con-

fessing to the moon the story of her love and her desertion,

is a splendid painting of passion, which has attracted critics of

all ages. Racine thought he had found nothing greater in

Greek literature.

§ 247. These and the bucolic poems, with their homeliness,
their picturesqueness, and their outspoken realism, are the

masterpieces of the collection. The shepherds of Theocritus are

not pure and innocent beings, living in a garden of Eden, or an

imaginary Arcadia, free from sin and care. They are men of

like passions as we are, gross and mean enough for ordinary
life. But though artificially painted by a literary townsman,

they are real shepherds, living in a real country, varying in

culture and refinement—the Italiot characters are the ruder
—but all speaking human sentiments without philosophy and

artifice. Nay, even the strong contrast of town and country

life, which must have been ever present to the poet, is never

' The question of the genuineness of each individual poem in our col-

lection is exceedingly difficult, seeing that Theocritus certainly contposed
in various styles, and that in an artificial and learned age any great unity

or harmony of thought is not to be assumed in the works of such an author.

I therefore incline to the side of the conservative critics, who reject only a

few of the later idylls, and some of the epigrams. But the decision in

almost all cases is one of subjective fancy, and therefore in no way conclu-

sive. Thus the Fishermen (xviii.) is commonly rejected because it con-

tains a moral lesson at the end, and because love plays no part in it (of.

Fritzsche, in loc), as if the brilliant 15th did not contradict such a notion.

For my part, seeing that Sophron wrote a 0vvi/o6-npas, and another mime

concerning a fisherman and a cowherd, T accept it as one of the most cer-

tainly genuine of the collection. There is, so far as I know, no objection

to the language or to the allusions. The playing of the fish, which greatly

puzzles the Germans, is described with great truth, and shows the poet to

have had practical knowledge of the Sicilian tunny fishing.
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expressed in words, but with truly artistic feeling left to be

inferred by the educated reader. There is neither allegory nor

apologue intruded
;
the political or moral eclogue of Vergil and

his school is a false imitation of these pictures, which from their

simplicity, their variety, and their novelty, soon came to be

designated by a special name—little pictures, or idylls. The

term was probably unknown to Theocritus himself, and we are

not accurately informed of the circumstances of its choice.

But under it both erotic poems concerning beautiful youths
—

some of them in lyric metre—occasional poems, such as the

Spindle and the Epithalamiiim of ^

Helen, epic pieces, and

bucolic mimes, are now included. They are the latest original

production in Greek poetry, though, as I have already observed,

their originality may have been overrated, owing to the careless-

ness of older, and the ignorance of later critics. Still it were

unjust, upon these problematical grounds, to deny Theocritus

the noble position he deserves among the great and matchless

masters of Greek poetry, though to him the Muse came last,

'as to one born out of due season.' ^

• This nuptial song is peculiarly interesting, as perhaps containing the

only direct allusion to Hebrew literature which is to be found in classical

Greek poetry. The comparison of Helen (v. 30) to a Thessalian horse in

a chariot, the mention of 4 times 60 maidens, whom she excels, and the

immediately following verses, in which she is compared to the Dawn, pos-

sibly to the moon (the text is corrupt, and variously restored), and to the

spring (vv. 23-8), have too striking a resemblance to the Song of Solomon

(i. 9 ; vi. 8-10) to escape the myriad commentators on Theocritus. It is

therefore suggested that he became acquainted with at least part of the

LXX version at Alexandria. The strained and Oriental features in these

comparisons are best explained by this hypothesis, which is fairly borne

out by the facts, and is of great interest in literary history. If adopted,
it should be made an argument against Meineke's emendation of the

passage, which gets rid of the night and the moon altogether.
* For the benefit of younger students I here quote a characteristic

passage. Idyll xi. vv. 19-29 :

'ri Aei/zco FaActTeia, ti Thv ^iK^ovt'' airo^dWri •

XivKoripa iraKrus ttotlStiv, airaAcorepa apvos,

IJ.6(Tx<^ yavpoTfpa, (piapoorepa 6/x(paKos w/j.as.

<pOiTyS 5' 0116' OVTiilS, 3/CKa yXvKVS VTTVOS iXV 1^^?

oixv 5' ivQvs loltra, Sku y\vKiis Sirvos au^ /xe.

(pfvyeis 5' Sxrirep 6'is iroKihv \vkov aOpijcraaa.

VOL. r. E E
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The critics in his own and the next generation paid little

attention to a new master, and not even a master of epic

learning, like ApoUonius Rhodius. Hence we only hear of

•yTTojiu'jy/iara by Asklepiades, Nikanor, Amaranthus, and Theon ;

later came Munatus and Eratosthenes. But none of them, as

Bernhardy remarks, seems to have been a formal commentator,
and this accounts for the poverty of our knowledge as to special

allusions, and as to the models used by the poet. In Byzantine

days Moschopoulos and Triclinius made the additional collation

of scholia which was not edited by Calliergi in his princeps of

the scholia (Rome, 1516), but by Warton and byAdert (Zurich,

1843). Then come the fuller editions of Gaisford (Ox. 1820,

PoetcE Mitwres, &c.) and of Diibner (Paris, 1849). The best and
fullest is now acknowledged to be Ahrens', in the second volume

of his Bucolici Grcrci (Leipzig, 1859). They are very inferior to

most of our scholia, especially to those on ApoUonius, though
Theocritus comes from the same age and of the same school.

§ 248. Bibliogi-aphical. There is a perfect host of MSS., of

which the oldest and best are the Ambros. 222 at Milan, and the

Vatican 912, both of the thirteenth century. The earHest edition

is of the first eighteen idylls, probably at Milan, about 14S1 ;

then comes that of twenty-four idylls (with Hesiod, Theognis

&:c.) by Aldus (1495), of which there are corrected copies,

with some faulty sheets cancelled. The first complete edition

with scholia was Calliergi's. Since that time the poet (either

singly, or more often with the Bucolici Grceci) has been con-

stantly and ably edited. I mention as the most remarkable

editors Stephens (an Oxford edition in 1676), Heinsius (1604),

Reiske, Warton, Gaisford, Jacobs (1824), Wiistemann (1830),

Meineke (1856), an excellent critical edition
; Briggs (Camb.

182 1),
Wordsworth (iterum ed. 1877), Ameis (Didot, 1846),

Ahrens (1855-9), Ziegler (ed. iii. 1877), with an independent
collation of Italian MSS., and the two editions of Fritzsche

Tipdcrdrjv juev eyeaya reovs, nSpa, wIku irparov

^vQes eV? "^i"'
{'"'''P^j GeKotcr' vaKlvdiva <pv\\a

e| tipfos SpftpaaOat
•

4yai 5' SShv aye/j.6vevov.

iravcraffdat 8' eViSoic tu Kal varepov ou5' en irw vvp

fK ri)vu Sifafiaf rly S' ov ixeKfi, oii fxa At', ouSeV.
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(with German notes, Leipzig, 1857, and more full and critical,

1865-9, in two vols., with a third on MSS. scholia, &c., pro-

mised, but not yet published). For English readers there is, in

addition to Bishop Wordsworth's Latin Commentary, a handy
but too brief edition by Mr. Paley, and Mr. Kynaston's. Young
scholars want help in the dialect, which is at first very puzzling,

and for this I recommend Fritzsche's earlier edition, which has

a good glossary of forms, and also excellent botanical notes on

the very prominent Flora of the bucolics—neither of which is

repeated, but only referred to, in his larger edition. This latter

is, moreover, weighed down with ponderous learning, and on

many hard passages revokes the reading or rendering of his

former edition. Nevertheless, for the bibliography of Theo-

critus, and for summaries of various opinions, it is the most

recent and the fullest. I specially refer to it, as monographs,
or partial editions, are too numerous and special for mention

here. Rumpel's Lexicon Theocriteum (1879) is the newest

and best analysis of the vocabulary of the poet. There are

French translations by Didot, German by Voss (1808), Hart-

ung (with notes, 1858), and especially by the poet Riickert

(1867). In Enghsh we have first Thos. Creech (Oxon, 1684),

a rimed version in the style

'

of that day ;
then Banks' prose

version (Bohn, 1853).^ In our own day J. H. Chapman
(London, 1866) has produced a good and careful translation of

all Theocritus, with Bion and Moschus, with many good notes

on the imitations of early English poets. But this scholarly

work is not equal to C. S. Calverly's (Cambridge, 1869), which

is one of the best English versions of any Greek author. If

Mr. Calverly had not made his book a drawing-room volume,

it would doubtless have been a far closer version of the original.

The Eclogues of Vergil, and the pastorals of Sannazaro and his

school, of the German Gesner, and of the Spaniards, prove the

lasting effect of Theocritus on the literature of the world, nor is

there any classical poet to whom our Laureate owes so much.

§ 249. A word may be here added concerning Bion and

Moschus, whose remains are preserved with the MSS. of Theo-

critus, and printed after his idylls in most of our editions. These

' Mr. A. Lang's prose version is also excellent.

E E 2
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poets are somewhat later than Theocritus in age ;
Bion was born

near Smyrna, but lived in Sicily, and died of poison before

Moschus, whose longest poem is an exaggerated lament over his

friend and perhaps master
;
Moschus himself is set down in

Suidas as an acquaintance of Aristarchus. More we cannot de-

termine. We find the term I'^ovkuXoq and jiovKoXiaacTjp used by
Moschus technically for poets and poetry, in a sense far removed

from their original simplicity in Theocritus. The remains of

both poets are, perhaps, best in their epic vein, and concerning
this side I have spoken above. The Lament on Adonis of Bion,
and the Lament ofi Bion of Moschus, are both elaborate, and
with refrains in bucolic form, but artificial and exaggerated.
Their erotic fragments remind one of the false anacreontic

fragments, which Thos. Moore has made so familiar to us.

The urchin Eros wdth his rosy wings, his mischievous temper,
and his waywardness, is manifestly the Alexandrian, not the old

Greek god. Hermann and Ziegler have critically edited the frag-

mentary and corrupt remains of these poets, and there have not

been wanting modern imitations, such as the well-known—
Suns that set, and moons that wane,

Rise and are restored again ;

Stars that orient day subdues,

Night at her return renews, &c.'

The history of the rise in modem literature of an ideal

Arcadia—the home of piping shepherds and coy shepherdesses,

where rustic simplicity and plenty satisfied the ambition of

untutored hearts, and where ambition and its crimes were

unknown—is a very curious one, and has, I think, been first

traced in the chapter on Arcadia in my Rambles and Studies in

Greece. Neither Theocritus nor his early imitators laid the

scene of their poems in Arcadia ;
this imaginary frame was

first adopted by Sannazaro.

• Here is the original :
—

Aiat ToX fxaKaxoii lifv eVaj' koto Kairov oKoivrai,

*/5e TO x\o)pct (TeKiva ri t' ivQaXis oi\ov HurjOoyf

VITTfpOV ai ^(LOVTI Kol fls tTOS SAAO (pVOVTl
•

&fj.fjies
5' oi fifyaKoi Kol KapTepoi, ol ffocpol &vSpes,

iirTrdre irpara ddua/ies, avaKoot iv x^ovl KoiKa

fiiSofies cS /xaAa fj.aKp'ov aripiiova, vriyperof vvvof.
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CHAPTER XX.

THE OLD ATTIC COMEDY UP TO ARISTOPHANES.

§ 250. We have now disposed of the older Doric comedy,
with its later Siciliot and Italiot offshoots. It was certainly-

more primitive than its Attic sister
;

it was also spread over a

greater surface and a longer period of the Hellenic world, but

perhaps for this very reason was loose and varying in form, and

did not attain to any fixed type, or any splendid tradition.

The very opposite was the case with Attic comedy. Starting

from an equally obscure origin, it attained in democratic Athens

such a strict and formal development, it answered such great

political and artistic purposes, that no remnant of Greek litera-

ture has attained a more lasting and universal fame.

All the old grammarians and writers about comedy associ-

ate it directly with the Athenian democracy, which alone, they

think, would tolerate its outspoken and personal character.

This, indeed, is so distinctive a feature, that it comes out in

the traditions of its first origin. We constantly find the story

repeated that the country people in Attica, when injured by
their town neighbours, used to come in at night, and sing per-

sonal lampoons at the doors of their aggressors, so as to bring
the crime home to them, and excite public censure against

them—that this practice was found so useful that it was for-

mally legalised, and that the accusers disguised themselves with

wine lees for ftar of consequences to themselves. These
accounts prove at least how indissolubly personal censure was

associated with old Attic comedy. It is a further confirmation

of this remark, that though Susarion was said to have intro-

duced comedy from Megara very early, it was not tolerated

under the personal government of the Pisistratidse, and only



422 HISTORY OF GREEK LITERATURE. CH. xx^

revived when democracy had made its outspokenness— its

TTupprjirla
—secure. Other obscure names, such as Euetes and

Euexenides, are alluded to as of the same date, and altogether
it seems likely thai as the old Attic comedy faded out with the

greatness of the Athenian democracy at the end of the fourth

century, so it originated with its origin just before the Persian

Wars. But until the climax under the direction of Pericles,

it seems barely to have existed, and as an obscure appendage
of the Dionysiac revelry. There were no written texts, no

fixed plots, no artistic finish. Licentious jokes and personal

jibes were its only features, so that the first great organiser

(Cratinus) is said to have abandoned its laju/ja-i) lEia, or like-

ness to the satire of Archilochus both in form and style, and
its extant master (Aristophanes) boasts that he has risen above

the vulgar obscenities of the old Megarian farce. Still both

elements are manifest enough in the comedies of Aristophanes,

though ennobled by political censure and social grace ;
so that

we may fairly hold the whole type to be adequately represented
in the eleven extant plays.

But the numerous fragments give us no definite idea of either

plot or literary execution. This is, indeed, a most remarkable

feature in the old Attic comedy. Were we reduced to judge

Aristophanes from the fragments of his lost plays, we should

have no notion whatever of his greatness, and for this reason

critics are to be blamed, who have extolled him at the expense
of his rivals, who are known to us only in this utterly inadequate

way. It is nevertheless probable, from the evidence of the

ancients who had all the documents complete, that he was

indeed the greatest of Attic comedians. We will therefore

discuss the general scope and character of old Attic comedy in

connection with this typical genius, as soon as we have given a

rapid sketch of his lesser known predecessors and rivals.

§ 251. We are told that at first the comedians were distinctly

licensed by the law to make personal attacks—a statement re-'

peated by Cicero ' and Themistius, but which may have arisen

from the supposition that there must be a law to permit, as well

as a law to restrain, libel of individuals. For this latter law was

> De Rep. iv. 10.
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certainly enacted under the Archonship of Morychides (85, ij,

and lasted three years, when it was repealed. A similar re-

straint seems to have been imposed again in 01. 91, 1/ and

there can be little doubt that the oligarchs of 411 b.c. silenced

political comedy, if not by law, at least by terror. It flashed

up again at the close of the Peloponnesian War, as we know
from Aristophanes' Frogs, to succumb finally to the thirty

tyrants, and the impoverished and timid times which followed,

when the Athenians had no wealth to adorn, or spirits to enjoy,

the comic chorus—the real pith and backbone of the old poli-

tical comedy. Thus the period of its greatness is confined to

an ordinary human life, some sixty years, reaching from 01. 80

to 01. 96. Towards the close of this epoch constant attempts
were made, by such men as the dithyrambist Kinesias, and the

demagogue Agyrrhios, to curtail the public outlay upon comedy,
and hence nnpair its dignity. These facts as to the history of

the relation of the state to comedy are chiefly attested by the

excellent scholia on Aristophanes, from which they have been

gathered and illustrated with infinite learning by Meineke.

We may infer the relative expenses of bringing out a tragedy
and a comedy by the fact that in the year 410 e.g. a tragic

chorus cost 3,000 drachmae, whereas in 402 B.C. a comic chorus

cost only 1,600. This latter was, however, in the poorest days
of Athens, and after many attacks had been made on the outlay
for what had become a mere idle amusement

;
so that these

facts (quoted by Klein from Boeckh) are not so conclusive as

might appear.

§ 252. Passing by Myllus, who has been already mentioned

(p. 400), and who is probably not a member of the Attic branch,
we come to Chionides {\n»vior\q is the form preferred by Mei-

neke to X£OJ7'c»7c), whose date is placed too early in Suidas, and
who probably composed his plays about 01. 80. Three titles,

the Heroes, the Persia?is or Assyrians, and the spurious Beggars

' This second decree (of Syracosius) is justly inferred by Droysen to

have had special reference to those then charged with profanation of the mys-
teries, and to have restrained comic satire, as likely to prejudice the courts

against them. As the old comedy always treated the events of the day, such

a provision would deprive it of its main interest. Cf. Meineke, FCG. ii.

P- 949-
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{jTTuxoi), are named. Aristotle speaks of him, along with

Magnes, as much later than Epicharmus. We know nothing
of him save a very few fragments, which tell us only the

fact that he was acknowledged the earliest of the proper Attic

comedians. The name of Magnes, which comes next in the

list, is more important, and he is mentioned in the celebrated

jjarabasis of Aristophanes' Knights
^ as having once been very

popular, but in his old age failing to please, and neglected

by a once friendly public. He was therefore dead, and had
died in old age, when this play was brought out, 01. 88, 4.

We may consequently place his activity about 01. 80. He
came from the Icarian deme, like Thespis, and won many
victories. The nine titles of his plays which survive are sus-

pected, and perhaps retouched or modified by other hands.

We hear of a Birds and a Frogs among them, and it appears
from Aristophanes' allusion that the chorus (as in Aristophanes

himself) imitated the sounds of both. There is also a TaXta-

(xvo/jiaxia cited as his, which seems a strange title for an Attic

comedy, but not stranger than Cratinus' parody of the

Odyssey.
There is hardly so much known ot Ecphantides, nick-

named KaTTi'/ag by his rivals, by way of comic contrast to his

real name. We hear that he had a definite chorus assigned to

him, and that he attacked a certain Androcles, also attacked by
Cratinus. These facts show us that his age was about that of

Magnes. We hear of only one title of his plays, the Satyrs, a

subject treated by other comic poets, but we have unfor-

tunately no data for a comparison with the standing scenery of

the properly satyric dramas, which seem so near and yet so

separate from comedy.

§ 253. We now come to Cratinus, the real originator
—

the .^schylus
—of political comedy. This was the opinion

of the sensible grammarian quoted in Meineke.'' 'Those,'
he says,

' who first in Attica devised the general idea of

comedy (Susarion and his school) brought in their characters

without method (aracrwc), and placed no object before them
but to excite laughter. But when Cratinus took it up, he first

' vv. 520, sq.
2

i. p. 540.
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established a limit of three in the characters of comedy,
thus correcting the irregularity ; and, moreover, he added a

serious moral object to the mere amusement in comedy, by

reviling evil doers, and chastising them with his comedy,
as it were with a public scourge. Nevertheless, even he

shows traces of earliness, and even slightly of want of

method.' This invaluable notice is supported both by the

fragments of Cratinus, and by the observations upon him

in various scholia. He is called the son of Callimedes, and

if he was really
' taxiarch of the tribe CEneis,'

' must have

been a man of some means. This is corroborated by his

policy, which was distinctly conservative and aristocratic, and

opposed to that of Pericles. As he is said to have lived ninety-

seven years, and brought out his last play in 01. 89, i, his

birth may be placed about 520 B.C.
;
but there is some evi-

dence that his genius was late in development, for we do

not know that he won any victory earlier than his Archilochi

in 01. 82, 4 (452 B.C.), if not later. Aristophanes says
^ he

died of grief at the loss of a jar of wine, when the Lacedaemo-

dians invaded Attica. But both fact and date are invented,

for we know of no invasion which will harmonize with our

other information. When Aristophanes had ridiculed him

in the Knights
^ as a broken-down old man, who had once been

the popular poet, so that every society rang with songs from

his plays, the aged Cratinus is said to have given a practical

reply by composing his famous Witieflask (Uvtivh]), which gained
the victory over his detractor's Clouds, as well as over an

obscurer play of Ameipsias, the Con?ios, which took the second

prize. Shortly after this he died. He composed but little,

as only twenty-one plays are attributed to him, nine of which

won the first prize ;
but the impetuous flow of his verse, and

the alleged looseness of his plots towards their close, rather

' In an excellent note on the total absence of humour, or the appre-
ciation of it, in many German authors, Grote (viii. 456) observes that this

statement, preserved by Suidas {sub. voc. 'ETreioC SeiAdrepos), is plainly a

joke h propos of the poet's over-fondness for wine. Nevertheless he was

probably a taxiarch, or the joke was tame, as Dr. Keck suj:;gests to me.
2
Fax, V. 700.

3
y, 228.
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point to idleness and over-conviviarity (as he admitted in the

Wvr'ivTi]) than to slowness of production, as the cause of so scanty
a record of his life's work. Furthermore, it has long since

been observed that the writers of the old comedy were far less

prolific than their tragic contemporaries, who doubtless wrote
a trilogy of their somewhat conventional plays on well-known

plots in less time than the comic poets took to elaborate their

more imaginative dramas. The titles of all Cratinus' plays
survive, and some 270 fragments are quoted from 17 of them,
besides 180 citations of uncertain place in his works. Yet it

"
is melancholy how little all this material, on which Meineke

gives us 200 pages, tells us of his genius. The plot of only one,
the Tlvr/i'jy, is even approximately known, in which the aged
poet represented himself as lawfully wedded to Comedy, but

given to neglecting her for her rival Inebriety, so that Comedy
brings an action for desertion against him, and discusses with his

friends her sad case.

The attacks on Pericles (in the Qp^rrai and Xe/^wi-h), and
the praise of Kimon (in the 'Ajjxi^oxoi), are very prominent,
and so are scurrilous attacks on various poets and rivals,

among whom he twits Aristophanes with over-subtlety and

pedantry. It is also to be noticed that he at times treated of

mythical subjects and of literary criticism, as in his Nf^fatc

(birth of Helen), Se^/^iot, and in his 'Apxi^(>x(", in which
Homer and Hesiod, as well as later poets, were brought in

;

his \)ov(rfTijQ was a travesty of the Odyssey, which is noted as not

having even a parabasis or choric songs, though fr. 15 shows his

chorus to have been of Ithacan sailors. Many of his fragments
also paint the happiness of a long past golden age, either mythi-
cally under Cronos, or ideally in the old Attic times—a subject
on which Athenaeus has collected many interesting quotations.'

The general impression produced by the rags and tatters of

this great poet is very similar to that which we form on fuller

grounds of Aristophanes. There is the same terse rigour, the

same unsparing virulence, the same Attic grace and purity, nor
need we at all wonder that he was held worthy by the Athe-

nians of a higher place than his great rival on more than one
'

vi, p. 267.
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occasion. But we may reserve any remarks upon the moral and

political intent of his plays, until we come to discuss the deep

and serious aim attributed to the old comedy by grammarians

and modern critics.

§ 254. Crates was a younger contemporary of Cratinus, and

is said to have been at first his actor. He is noticed by Aristotle

(in the Pvctic) as having adopted the style of Epicharmus
and Phormis, and abstained from personal satire, while con-

fining himself to the portraiture of types. He composed
between 01. 82, 4 and 88, 4. Aristophanes notices his career

in the passage from the Knights, already so often quoted.

Fourteen titles of his plays are cited, of which only eight are

thought certain by Meineke. The fragments of the 0>;pia, in

which the golden age was painted with animated and docile

furniture instead of slaves, and without animal food (the

chorus of beasts protested against it), are interesting. The

stray lines quoted by Stobaeus have a curiously gentle and

moderate tone about them.

Pherecrates comes next, and of his life we know nothing

but that he too had been an actor, and was victorious as a

comic poet in 01. 85, 3. Of the plays ascribed to him,

thirteen titles seem genuine. He also, though his extant frag-

ments contain personal attacks on Alcibiades, Melanthius the

tragic poet, and others, is said by an anonymous author on

comedy to have imitated Crates in avoiding personal abuse,

and to have been remarkable for the invention of new plots \

in fact, to have been of the Middle Comedy, as it is called.

More than 200 fragments remain, some of those quoted by
Athenseus being very elegant, and showing the refined Atticism

of tne poet. He spoke much of social vices, of gluttony and

drunkenness, and of luxury, and named more than one play

after a heicera. The Cheiron, if it be his, and other plays,

contained great complaints about innovations in music, on

which a remarkable fragment remains. The Wild-men {aypwi),

brought out in 01. 89, 4, painted, according to Kock, the

desire of certain Athenians to escape from their city, like the

two men in the Birds, and settle among savage men. He also

originated the idea of a play with scenes in Hades (KpaTraraXoi),



428 HISTORY OF GREEK LITERATURE. CH. XX.

in which ^schylus appeared
—an idea so splendidly appro-

priated in Aristophanes' Frogs. His Koptcivi'w (on manners of

hetrerae), KpaTrciraXot, and M£-aXX^e afford us many character-

istic and humorous fragments.
Telecleides and Hermippus are both cited by Plutarch for

their attacks on Pericles, the former (/r. inccrt. 4) complains of

the absolute favour shown him by the Athenians
;
the latter

charges him with lust and cowardice. They painted, like all their

compeers, pictures of the golden age, but chiefly from a gour-

mand point of view, the lines from Teleclides' Amphidyon^

being particularly good. He praises Nikias, and mentions Mnesi-

lochus and Socrates as helping Euripides in his plays ;
Her-

mippus alludes to Cleon, so that both poets must have lived

to see the so-called ochlocracy. The iambics of Hermip-

pus have been noticed above (p. 196). Even in him there

are traces of mythological plays, and in his
*^opj.io(f)6poL

re-

markable hexameter passages which smack of parody
—one of

them on the various produce of the Mediterranean coasts

(fr. i), the other on the comparative merit of various wines

(fr. 2).

§ 255. There are many other contemporaries of Aristophanes,

who were even at times successful against him, but who need not

be here fully enumerated. Philo7iides, who undertook the per-

formances of Aristophanes' Daitalels and Frogs, was himself the

author of a play called Kudopvoi, the buskins, in which he lam-

pooned Theramenes. Amcipsias defeated Aristophanes' Clouds

and Birds with his Cojinos and Revellers. Nine of his come-

dies are named. Archippus was the author of an 'Ix^vc or

Fishmarket comedy, and of an Amphitryo, which Plautus may
have imitated. Phrynichus, the son of Eunomides, is often con-

founded with the son of Polyphradmon, the tragic writer, also

with a certain military man, and perhaps with a dancer—the

name being apparently very common. This comic poet en-

joyed a high reputation. Of the ten tragedies attributed to him

the Revellers contained allusions to the affair of the Hermse,
his Monotropos (01. 91,2) was on a misanthrope, of the type

of Timon
;

his Muses stood second to Aristophanes' Frogs

(01. 93, 2) and contained a celebrated eulogium on Sophocles.
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I will here add Plato, the latest poet who seems to be truly of the

old comedy, though often classed with the middle on account

of his date/ for he flourished from Ol. 88 to 01. 97 at least,

when the political aspects of comedy had disappeared. Never-

theless no poet is more prominent in his attacks upon all the

demagogues, beginning with Cleon, and writing distinct plays

upon Cleophon and Hyperbolus. He is said to have attacked

even Peisander and Antiphon, the leaders of the aristocratic

reaction in 411 B.C., but this seems to me more than doubtful.

He was, for a comic writer, rather prolific, twenty-eight plays

being ascribed to him. The reader who desires to know all that

can be said about them may wade through the laborious

volumes of Meineke, and there are doubtless many hints con-

cerning the politics, the literature and the social life of the

period to be drawn from the scanty remnants left to us. But

as literature, these scraps are only valuable in showing us the

development of that pure Attic diction, which reached its per-

fection about this time.

§ 256. But before we proceed to discuss the general points

concerning the position of comedy, as Aristophanes found it,

we must expand this dry enumeration by adding yet one

name, but a name of greater importance than any which we
have yet mentioned in this field—I mean that of Aristo-

phanes' fellow poet and rival, Eupolis. This man, the son of

Sosipolis, was born at Athens 01. 83, 3 (449 B.C.), and wrote

his first play at the age of seventeen, a most unusual precocious-

ness, of which Antiphanes and Menander are also examples.
A scholiast on Aristophanes

^
says there was a law against

any poet bringing out a comedy before the age of thirty, but

this I suppose means that the state would not undergo the

expense of a chorus for a young and untried candidate, and

hence the comic poets generally brought out their early plays
under other people's names, and also began as actors for

elder poets. Eupolis is said to have been drowned in one

' The fact that some of his plays, like the Phaon, had the character of

the middle comedy, is an argument of no value, as there is hardly a single

poet of the old comedy of whom such a statement would not be true.

* Nub. 526.
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of the battles in the Hellespont,' probably Kynossema (410

B.C.), and with the connivance or assistance of Alcibiades,

who hated him for his political satire. This fact has even been

expanded into a story that Alcibiades when sailing to Sicily had

him drowned,^ with a joke retorting the term (/3d7rrat) under

which the poet had ridiculed some profligate young aristocrats

of his set. Of his life we know nothing more except some anec-

dotes about his faithful dog, and his faithless slave, Ephialtes,

who was charged with stealing his comedies. The attempts of

Platonius and others to characterise Eupolis as a poet are

hopelessly vague, either from the confusion ofthe writers or the

corruption of the texts. They compare and contrast him with

Cratinus and Aristophanes, but not in accordance with either

the extant fragments or any intelligible theory. That he was

brilliant in his wit, and refined in his style, is plain from the fact

that he co-operated with Aristophanes in his Knights, of which

the last parabasis, beginning from v. 1290, is recorded by the

scholiast to have been his composition. He afterwards may
have quarrelled with Aristophanes, for they satirised one an-

other freely. In style and in genius he stood nearest to his

great rival, and his comedies seem to have possessed most, if

not all, of the features which make the Aristophanic comedy
so peculiar in Uterature. He was witty, coarse, unsparing, in-

ventive both in diction and in scenic effects, and appears to

have pursued the same relentless opposition policy against the

democratic party and their aristocratic leaders.

At least fourteen of the titles ascribed to him appear to be

genuine. His Goats ha-A a chorus of goats, and does not seem

to have been so political as his other plays. The fragments have

a rustic and bucolic complexion. The Antolycus was a satire on

a youth of great beauty and accomplishments, the favourite of

the rich Callias, and also known to us from Xenophon's

Symposium. This play came out in 01. 89, 4, under the

management of Demostratus. Callias himself and his Sophist

friends were treated in the Flatterers (01. 89, 3), in which he

' It is said that in consequence tlie Athenians made a law that poets

should be exempt from military service.

"^
0,1. Cicero Ad Att. vi. 1 in refutation of the story.
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figured like the Timon of Shakspea.re, at the opening ofthe play.

The BuTrrai ridiculed the worship of Cotytto for its ribaldry and

obscenity, probably in 01. 91, i, before the Sicilian expedition.

There is no clear evidence that Alcibiades was lampooned in

this play, as is usually asserted. We must deeply regret the loss

of the A?;/ioi (about 01. 91, 4), in which Nikias and Myronides
were represented as questioning the great old politicians, who
had come back from the dead, and lamenting the condition of

the state. Solon, Miltiades, Aristeides, Kimon, and others

appeared, and so did Pericles,^ who asked many questions con-

cerning his son and the prospects of Athens. The youth and

inexperience of the newer generals were especially censured.

A parallel play was the Il(5X£tc, in which the personified tribu-

tary cities formed the chorus. His Mapt/ccTc (01. 89, 4) attacked

Hyperbolus, and the play was charged by Aristophanes
^ with

plagiarism from his Knights. The npo(77ra\r(oi seems to have

attacked the litigiousness of the people of that deme. In the

Taxiarchs the celebrated admiral Phormio played a leading

part, and seems to have undertaken the military training of

Dionysus, who objects greatly to any hardships. In the Golden

Age he exhibited, and may have ridiculed, pictures of a return

to a primitive state of innocence and peace.^

' The description of Pericles' eloquence is happily preserved to us.

o. KpartcTTOs outos iyever' avOpuirwv \4yeiv, Q .

birdre irapeKdoi S', licrwep ^yadol Spofiris ^ I

eK SeKa ttoSoii/ Tjpet Aeywv tovs priropas.

j8. Tax"'' ^^7*'^ /^^"t Tp^s Se y aiirov T(j5 Tax^i

ireiBci Tis iireKaQi^ev fVl to7s )(^i'i\€a'iv

ovTCiis iK7]\et, Kal jj.6vos rwv p7\T6poiv

rb KiVTpov ey/coTe'AeiTre rols aKpowfievois.

^ Nub. vv. 553-5.
' The other titles are 'Affrpdrevroi, Navixriviai, ^i\ot, I add a remark-

able fragment :

'A\A' aKover, 5 Otaral, iroWci, Kol ^vvlere

prifiar
• eidv yh,p irphs v/j.as irpurov anoAoy^ffOfiat,

'6 Ti fiaOovTiS TOVS ^evovs fX€V \4yfre iroLTjTas ffO(povs,

(jv 54 TIS Twv ivddS' avTOv fi-qSe ev x^^po" <ppovwv,

iirITi6r\ra.i rfj TroiTJaei, irdvv SoKe? kukus (ppov^^v,

(jLaiverai re Kol napappel tuv tppevwv tcS <t(^ hSyaj,

'AW' i/xol ireiQecrde Trdyrcos fj.^Ta^a\6vTes tovs Tpiirous

u}} (bdove7d\ Stuv ris fifuwv novcrtK'p x^'-PV >'^'>"'- -
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§ 257. A few words of summary may here be useful on the

general condition to which comedy had attained when Aristo-

phanes arose. The long, or rather crowded, series of poets up
to Eupolis had brought it out of the rude and extemporaneous
amusement of amateurs on a hohday into the stricter form of a

drama imitated in its general outline from the externals of tra-

gedy. There was the same sort of application to the archon
for a chorus, which was carefully trained, and had indeed a

more arduous task than the tragic chorus. For its larger
number (twenty-four) enabled the poet to use sections of it for

different purposes, so that some of them took part in the play
itself, while the rest remained more or less interested spec-

tators, as in tragedy. The plots, if such they can be called,
were also far looser and admitted of all manner of changes,

according to the exuberance of tl^e poet's fancy. Nevertheless

the actors seem to have been limited to three (as in tragedy),
and the licenses, as in all true art, were controlled by imper-

ceptible yet strict laws. The dialect was gradually determined
between the stilted grandeur of the tragic stage and the com-
mon language of Attic society, so as to become, in the hands
of Aristophanes and his contemporaries, the most perfect
diction in all Greek literature. For there is no Greek which
can compare for vigour, for grace, and for fullness with the

language of the old Attic comedy.
It will be seen in the foregoing list that the comic writers

were not at all so prolific as their tragic brethren, and Anti-

phanes, in an extant fragment, shows us ample reasons for it.

In tragedy the plots were given beforehand by the myths, and
allowed a very moderate amount of originality in the poet,
whose whole attention was directed to the sentiments and dic-

tion of given characters. The title and the prologue told the

whole plot.

But in comedy—that is to say, in the purely old Attic

comedy—everything was due to the invention of the poet.

Indeed, as we have already seen, even in the Sicilian plays
of Epicharmus, mythological travesty and parody were jocular
variations upon a given theme.

It is, however, a great mistake to think that tlie non-poli-
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tical forms did not exist in the fourth century at Athens, All the

notable comic playwrights composed plays in this style, so much
so that I believe the origin of the Epicharmian and the Attic

comedy not to have been very different, and that what is called

the Old Comedy was really an accidental and temporary outburst

of political \vriting in the feverish climax of the Athenian de-

mocracy. As soon as these special conditions passed away or

even halted for a moment, comedy returned to its older and

tamer function of criticising general types in society, literary

work, and crude superstitions. Thus the Middle Comedy was

no new dci^elopment, but a survival of the older and more

general type, which came again into the foreground when no

longer obscured by a brilliant innovation. The so-called Old

Comedy was then really nothing but the political period of

Attic comedy, which was indicated not only in the plots, which

were political burlesques, but in the famous interludes {pa?-a-

bases), in which the chorus turned and came forward to address

the house in the person of the poet; with personal advice, com-

plaint, sarcasm, or solemn warning, It is not unusual for one

of the characters to lay aside his part, and assume the poet's

voice, thus occupying the place of the parabasis. This was

said to have been a fashion in Euripides' plays also, in which,

for example, Melanippe was supposed to be a mouthpiece of his

views. The nearest approach we have to a parabasis nowadays
is the topical song in our pantomimes, which is always com-

posed on current events, and has verses added from week to

week, according as new points of public interest crop up. The

analogy between this digression and the Aristophanic parabasis
is striking enough.

This so-called /ara^^m, and the choral songs, are the really

distinctive feature of the earlier Attic plays, and whenever one

was composed without it, or on a mythological instead of a po-
litical subject, we are told by the critics that it approaches the

character of the Middle Comedy—in reality it merely conforms

to the general type. By most modern authorities the parabasis
is held to be the original nucleus from which the Attic comedy
developed. If the above remarks be well grounded, this view

is incorrect, and the older, now abandoned, theory is true, that

VOL. I. F F
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originally the volunteer actors assembled for the perform-
ance of some rude masque or farce, and that they gradually
came to abuse this disguise for the purpose of making personal
attacks with impunity. The very title parabasis seems to me a

strong argument for this account of the matter. The analogy
of tragedy has been pushed too far by modern critics. There

the chorus was indeed the nucleus, and the actors, at first one,

then two, then three, were added slowly and sparingly. The

origin of comedy was different. Apparently any member of the

twenty-four persons performing might come forward as an actor;

they did so irregularly, and what Cratinus did was not to in-

crease, but to limit the number to three, and give them the

acting parts all through, reserving his chorus for the parabasis

and choral odes. The separate odes require little notice here,

as they were not frequent ; they generally consist of hymns to

the gods or hymenaeal songs based upon the tragic models as

to metre and diction. But the parabasis, which interrupted

the course of the play with a most interesting intermezzo, was

far more characteristic. In its complete form, as we find it in

Aristophanes' Birds, it opens with an introductory Ko^ijiaTiov,

then tlie proper parabasis or address to the audience by the

coryphaeus, generally in anapaestic tetrameters, and called drd-

TTotoToi
;
and then the Trj^Iyoe, or naKpor, from its demands upon

the voice. Then comes a short lyrical hymn (in the Birds, six-

teen lines), followed by an appendix to the parabasis called epir-

rhema, M'ith an antistrophe and an a)itepirrhe7na. But in most

plays this elaborate form is not observed, and there are addresses

from the actors, and scattered odes which supply its place.'

§ 258. There are some other facts disclosed by the notices

on earlier playwrights, as well as on Aristophanes, which are of

the highest interest, as showing the natural analogies between

the growth of the drama in this and in other ages and nations.

We hear in numerous cases that the authors began as players

' I note here the divisions in the parabasis of the Birds : KOfifidrtov,

vv. 677-84 ; parabasis, 685-736 ; melic ode, 737-52 ; epirrhema, 753-68 ;

antistrophe of ode, 769-84 ; antepirrhema, 785-800. There are besides

three short personal songs of satirical character for the chorus—viz. iioi,

sq., 1470, sq. ,
and T553, sq. The Was/is has also a complete parabasis.
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for older poets, and gradually advanced to independent efforts.

There is a passage in Aristophanes {Knights, 541, sq.) which

possibly points to a similar progress in his case. The parallels

of Moli^re and of Shakspeare will at once occur to the reader.

It was on the stage itself that these writers learned what suited

their public, and what eifects were practically attainable. So

also the early Attic acting-authors, whose great object was to

provide the public every year with an entertainment bearing on
the events of the day, must have worked very fast, and one

of them speaks of it as something extraordinary, that he had

spent two years at one of his plays. We find that Aristophanes,
when he started in his career, produced a play every year, and

we know from the number assigned to him, and from the didas-

calise, that he must sometimes have composed even faster. It

was probably owing to this pressure that we hear so often of

comic poets bringing out altered editions not only of their

own, but of other poets' plays
—a practice common in Shak-

speare's day.* We also hear constantly of two poets pro-

ducing a play together, and this is especially attested in the

case of Aristophanes' Knights, of which Eupolis wrote a part.

This joint authorship often led to mutual recriminations, and

after-charges of plagiarism, and doubtless often to disputed

authorship. The latter difficulty was increased by another

Elizabethan habit—that of consigning a play (doubtless for

some pecuniary consideration) to another person, who applied
in his own name for the chorus, discharged the duties of the

performance, and was proclaimed the victor, if the play was
successful. There must necessarily have been some money
value for this substitution, as it was adopted not only by young
and timid, but by experienced authors, who nevertheless, in

the very play thus disowned, referred to their own acknow-

ledged works in such a way as to disclose their present
secret. Accordingly the nominal author must merely (I fancy)
have been paid, in such cases, for the labour of training the

chorus and actors. Of course in many other cases real help

* Cf. Prof. Dowden's excellent Primer <m Shakspere, pp. 10-13, for a

summary of points to which I am here giving the old Greek parallels.

F F 2
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was given privately by one poet to another, and to this we also

have allusions.'

§ 259. It remains for us to say a word on the political and
moral aspects of comedy at this epoch. The Alexandrian mon-

archists, followed by the medieval and modern antidemocrats,

have been loud in the praises of the Attic comedy as a censor of

morals, as a scourge of political dishonesty, as in fact fulfilling

an office similar to that of the public press of our day in pam-

phlets and leading articles. The comic poets themselves boast

their serious intention amid laughter and buffoonery; they claim

to be public ad\-isers and benefactors. But their evidence is

surely no better than that of a daily journal which professes to

attack on purely moral grounds, and for the public good, whereas

all its complaints are strictly limited to the opposite party in

politics. It is very remarkable, and shows some closer bond

among the comic poets than has been suspected by the moderns

(in spite of its frequent assertion in the Greek tracts on these

writers), that not a single comedy, so far as we know, took the

radical side, and ridiculed old-fashioned ignorance, or stupid

toryism. On the contrary, the whole body of the comic writers

knew no higher ideal than to return to the golden age of Milti-

ades, if not of Saturn. They knew no higher happiness in this

age than the absence of new ideas and the presence of material

comforts. They revile every radical leader, especially if of low

birth, and do not spare the aristocrats, like Alcibiades and

Callias, who adopted either radical opinions or courted novelties

in education and in philosophy. I will not say that there were

not ribald jokes about Kimon, when he was long dead, or occa-

sional praise of Pericles, in comparison with low orators of his

party. But the main fact is certain
;
the whole political aim of

the old Attic comedy was to support conservatism against

radicalism, and not even the transcendent genius and noble

personality of Pericles could save him from the most ribald

'

e.g. the parabasisofthe A'^z'^///^, where Aristophanes speaks of himself

as eiriKoupaJf Kpvl35r]v (Tipois ttol-htcus, cannot refer to Philonides andCallis-

tratus, but to this sort of partial and really secret assistance given to

well-known dramatists, perhaps on account of the sudden and hurried re-

quirements of political comedy.
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attacks, and the grossest libels, at the hands of these so-called

guardians of morals and censors of vice. It was so with all

the noblest advocates of reform in all directions—with Prota-

goras, with Socrates, with Euripides. They were all equally

the butt of comic scorn and the victims of comic falsehoods.

Probably the comic poets were persuaded of the mischievous-

ness of these men and their ideas
;
but they vere persuaded

as party men, not as calm judges of right and wrong ;
and I

have no doubt they were as easily persuaded of the innocence

of the greatest miscreants in their own party. If these things

be so, there will obviously be great caution required in using

them as historical evidence. They are, in fact, never to be

believed without independent corroboration.

But though their political merits have been greatly over-

rated, they stand pre-eminent in another, and that the original

object of comedy. The volunteer chorus had originally met for

the purpose of amusement, for the interchange of wit and the

promotion of laughter, and in this the perfected Attic comedy
seems still unapproachable. We have indeed only stray flashes

from the lost poets, but it is evident from the attribution of

Aristophanes' plays to Archippus, from the frequent success of

other poets over him, from his anxious and jealous rivalry, that

we have in him a playwright not '

primus longo intervallo,' but
'

primus inter pares,' and that the lost comedies sparkled all over

with gems of wit like his inimitable farces. So necessary an

element was this moving of laughter, that none of tliem were

ashamed to make use of obscenity, provided it was ridiculous,

and we must suppose that this element was as much looked

forward to and relished by the audience as the inuendos of the

modern French drama. Literary satire and parody were only

beginning to be popular, because the busy Athenian public
were only now beginning to be a reading public

— all their time

having been hitherto spent in active politics or commerce.
But the spread of books was beginning ; literary discussion

was made popular by the sophists, and the field of literary tra-

vesty lay open whenever poUtics became too serious to tolerate

the satire of pubhc men, or became too trivial to keep up the

interest in such censure.
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Such seems to have been the general condition of Attic

comedy when Aristophanes arose. ^

' The reader will find the various documents on which our knowledge
of the history depends

—extracts firom Platonius, from various anonymous
scholiasts.from Tzetzes—in the appendices to vols. L and ii. of Meineke's

Fragtnenta Comicorum, and summaries of the modem tracts on the subject
in Bernhardy's and Nicolai's histories. I still quote from Meineke through-
out the following chapters, as Th. Kock's newer and more complete col-

lection is only in progress. Here and there I have made corrections

according to his excellent suggestions, as well as some criticisms, which he

has kindly communicated to me.
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CHAPTER XXI.

Aristophanes.

§ 260. The dates neither of the birth nor the death ofAristo-

phanes are accurately known, but as he was a young man when

his first play came out, we may conjecture him to have been

born 450-46 B.C. He is explicitly called Tovci]fxov KvdaOrjyauvg

UafStoviSog (pvXfjc, but his father, Philippus, had property in

^gina, to which the poet alludes when he speaks (in the Ac/iar-

7iians) of this island being claimed in order to secure him
;

and the fact that he was persecuted by Cleon on a ypa^y] t,iviac,^

for being a foreigner assuming civic rights, has thrown some

doubt even on the origin of his father, who is said by some to

have been a Rhodian or a Greek of Naucratis in Egypt. We
know nothing of the poet's private life or education. If Plato's

fancy picture in the Syviposiimi could be trusted, he was a man
of aristocratic breeding and culture, living in the best society

at Athens. But the fact that Agathon his host, and Socrates

the chief speaker on the occasion, were the constant butt of

the poet's severest satire makes one doubt that this wonderful

Symposium has even historical verisimilitude. We know
from an allusion of Eupolis that he was bald before his time,

and that he had once been a joint worker wiih that poet.

He also speaks himself of secretly helping other poets, and

of his reluctance to demand a chorus in his own name. We
know that the last play he composed was the Fhctus, in 388

B.C., and the biographers tell us he died soon after, leaving

three sons, Philip, Nicostratus, and Araros, the last of whom
he commended to the public by letting him bring out this

play. Araros came out as an original poet about 375 B.C., but

this affords no certain evidence that his father was then dead.
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Our authorities on the life of Aristophanes are two Greek Lives
 —one by Thomas Magister, the other fuller one anonymous,
and besides the notice by Suidas. These are supplemented by
the poet's own confessions in the parabases of the Acharniatis,

Knights, and Wasps. We have the titles of forty-three plays,

and thirty are said to have been read by John Chrysostom, but

Suidas only knows the eleven we have now remaining. Aristo-

phanes' life is so closely bound up with his works, that it will

be necessary to enter at once upon his remains, and treat them

as far as possible chronologically.

§ 261. His first play, the Epidones (AcaraXj/c), came out in

01. 88, I (427 B.C.), and was not only well received, but obtained

lasting reputation. He seems in this play to have opened his

career by a politico-social criticism, by contrasting the old

simple conservative education with that of the sophist teachers,

which was then becoming fashionable. In the following year

appeared his Babylonians, in which he turned his satire against

the magistracies, both those elected by ballot and by vote, as

well as also against Cleon—and this at the great Dionysia,

when crowds of embassies which had come with tribute from

the subject cities were in the theatre. .For this he was accused

and prosecuted by Cleon, and he alludes to it in his next

year's play, the Ac/iarnians,^ the first of those now extant, which

was produced (01. 88, 3) at the Lencea, or country Dionysia,

where no strangers were present.

§ 262. The play attained the first prize, but was brought
out under the name of Callistratus, who had been the producer
of both the earlier plays. In the Acharnians the poet already

stands before us in his full strength, his graceful and refined

diction, his coarse and pungent wit, his contempt of plots, his

mastery of character and of dialogue. It is a bold attempt
to support the aristocratical peace party against the intrigues

and intimidations of the democratic war party, who according
to the poet concealed selfish ends and personal aggrandise-
ment under the cloak of patriotism. The leading character,

Dicseopolis, around whom all the scenes are grouped, is the

honest country farmer, who is weary of serving in discomfort on

' vv. 377, 502, 630, sq.
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garrison duty, and paying high for the fare afforded him v/ith-

out stint by his farm. He comes to the agora determined to

howl down anyone who proposes any subject for debate save

that of peace. The idleness and delays of the assembly, the

humbug of embassies to the great king, and of strange ambas-

sadors, are paraded on the stage, and at last DicEeopolis in disgust

determines to make a private peace with the Lacedaemonians.

The solemn and yet licentious celebration of peace with his

family is then performed. But the chorus of Acharnians, the

violent war party, whose lands have been laid waste, and who
will not hear of peace, attacks him, and it is only by securing

one of their coal-baskets as hostage that he escapes their rage.

He then proposes to defend his cause, and the cause of his

peace, with his head upon the block, and for this purpose goes

to beseech Euripides to lend him a miserable and suppliant

garb from some of his tragedies, wherewith to move the pity of

his audience. The scene in which he appeals to the student

poet, and gradually reviews all the heroes of misery in his

tragedies, is one of great power, full of wit and parody, and in-

tended as a vigorous satire of the new school rhetoric, with

which the plays abound. When he has succeeded in partly

persuading his judges, the malcontent section go off for La-

machus, the swashbuckler-general, who lives by wars and ex-

peditions, and there is a good deal of hard hitting in exposing
the intrigues of place-hunters and the neglect of honest citi-

zens. Then follow the proceedings at Dicceopolis' free market,
in his country-seat, whither a starving Megarian brings his

daughters for sale—a scene of no little pathos, mingled with

some obscenity. There comes a Boeotian with various luxuries,

which Dicaeopolis receives in exchange for a troublesome syco-

phant, who turns up to protest against any market with enemies.

The play concludes with a humorous responsive dialogue
between Lamachus, who laments the hardships of campaigning,
and is presently led in wounded, and Dic^opolis, who cele-

brates the pleasures and plenty of peace, and is led in mellow

with wine, and exuberant with license.

This famous piece, which is an excellent specimen of the

poet's work, and even touches on the principal subjects which
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occupy all his life, is in no sense a comedy with a plot, or

an attempt to portray nature or society. It is rather an ex-

travagant political farce, in which the poet gives rein to his

imagination, strings together loosely connected scenes, and
introduces the impossible and the imaginary wherever it suits

his purpose. Nevertheless, there is always a political or social

object kept in view, nor are the faults and failings of any
class spared. We are not surprised that it was placed first

even against the competition of Cratinus and Eupolis. The
text is pure and not difficult, and the Greek scholia are par-

ticularly good. It has been specially edited, among others, by

Elmsley, Mitchell, Blaydes, W. C. Green, and W. Ribbeck

(Leipzig, 1864). I will speak of translations separately.

§ 263. The Knights ('Ittttj/c) appeared the very next year

(424). We know in fact seven plays produced by the poet in

seven successive years, the last four of which are extant, and
each of them may fairly be called a masterpiece. But this

extraordinary rate of production, which in a poorer epoch would
have been well-nigh impossible, was not by any means a very

rapid rate of composing for an Attic poet, who seems to have

thrown off piece after piece with the same rapidity that Moliere

produced his immortal plays. Nor were the comic poets at

all so prolific as their tragic brethren, who could produce four

plays every year. Possibly the assistance of Callistratus in

working up the stage representation aided the poet materially,

by leaving him free for composition. The Knights were pro-
duced in the poet's own name, but he was assisted by Eupolis,
to whom the scholiasts attribute part of the second parabasis.^

The play is more serious and bitter than the Acharnians, and
cri^tical scholars think they perceive in it greater finish of style

and richness of diction. Nevertheless, even the greater strict-

ness of plot, which must be admitted, does not atone for the

monotony of the dialogue in Avhich Cleon is out-Cleoned by
his rival the sausage-seller. The play personifies the Athenian

demos as an easy-going, dull-witted old man, with Nikias,

Demosthenes, and Cleon among his slaves, among whom the

latter has attained a tyrannical ascendancy by alternate bullying

•
vv. 1290, sq. ;

cf. above, p. 430.
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his fellows and flattering his master. By the advice of oracles,

which play a great part all through the play, and which imply

an earnest faith in religion among the Athenian people of that

day, the former two persuade a low sausage-seller (Agoracritus)

to undertake the task of supplanting Cleon. He is assisted by
the chorus of Knights, who are determined enemies of Cleon,

and who come in to defend their friends, and attack the dema-

gogue, in their famous parabasis. The greater part of the

remainder is occupied with the brazen attempts of both dema-

gogues to out-bully one another, and to devise bribes and

promises to gain Demos' favour. At last Agoracritus prevails

and retires with Demos, whom he presently reproduces, appa-

rently by eccyclema, sitting crowned, and in his right mind,

heartily ashamed of his former follies. Agoracritus, who in

this scene appears as changed in character as his master, advises

him most sincerely concerning his politics and his duties to

the subjects. The ideal of Aristophanes is the usual one of

bigoted conservatives—a return to the good old days at Athens,
to those of Marathon, and to the policy of Aristeides. Such

dreams are hardly less foolish than those of socialists and com-
munists as to the future of human society. The parabasis of

the Knights is the most precious document we have on the

history of the comic drama, and I therefore quote it without

apology.^

» vv. 507-550:
€j jueV Tis aj/r/p TOJf apxaioov KufjiCjiSoSiSciffKaXos fi/xas

7]vdyKa(ev Ae'loyras eirr] Trphs rh diarpov Trapa^rjvai,

ovK hv <t>av\cos iTvx^v Tovrov  vvv 5' 'd^tSs iaff 6 TroirjTiis

Sti revs avrovs tiIjuv fitcre?, ToX/xa re Xeyeit/ to. Si/caio,

Kol yevvaiuis nphs rhv Tv<pw X'^P^^ '^"^ ''^'' epiaiXriv.

& 5e 6avfxd.^iiv vfxiov (prjciv ttoWous avrcfi irpoffiSvras,

Kcd ^acyavl^iiv, oij ovxi irdXai x^P^" aiVoir; /ca9' eavrSv,

Tjfxas vfXiV iKe\eve (ppdcrai irepl tovtov.
</)7)(ri yap ai/rip

ovx utt' avoias tovto Tre-rrovdws Siarpifieiv, aWa vo/j.i^wv

Kwfj.o}SoSi5abKaKiav elyai xaAgircuTOTo;' %pyov aTrdvrwv •

iroWuu yap 5^ Knpaadvrosv avrriv oXiyots x^p'O'ttf^'"
*

v/j-as re 7rd\ai SiayiyvwcTKccv iwfreiovs t)]v (pvcriv ovras,

KUi Tovs TTpoTfpovs Tuiv TTOirjTcov a/xa rep yripa TrpoSiS6i'ras'

rovro fj.kv elSijs airade MayvTjs a/jLa rats iroKia'is Kariovtrais,

t>s nXeTcrra xopiy rQv aurtirdAwv viKf}s ecrxTjo-e rpoirala
'
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The newest special editions are by Velsen (1869) ; Born, with

a German version
;
W. Ribbeck (1867) ;

Th. Kock (in Hauptand

Sauppe's series) ;
and by Mr. Green in the Cambridge Catena.

§ 264. In the very next year (01. 89, i, or 423 B.a) Philonides

brought out for the now famous poet his Clouds—an arrange-

ment, as I have already suggested, merely intended to save

him the labour of the stage practising. The play is certainly

tar superior to the Knights, yet nevertheless was defeated

not only by the brilliant Wine-iiask of old Cratinus, but by the

Cormiis of Ameipsias, a little known poet. The extant play is

a second edition, modified, we know not how much, from the

unsuccessful original. One of the Greek arguments (No. vi.)

mentions as altered the parabasis, in which the poet lectures

iro(ras 5' viuv cpcvvas his koI \pa.\\wv Kot irrepvyiCov

Koi \vSi(cav Koi \\niyL(a)V Kol PairTO/ievos ^arpaxfiois

oiiK i^-npKsffev, aWa reXsuTcov eirl 7/jpcos, ov yap i<p' ^^r)j,

e|e/3Ai')9rj -Trpeff/SuTTjs &V, '6ri tov aKccirTeiv a.-ir€\€L<pdr].

elra Kparivov fiefivmu-fvos, ts ttoWoi pevaas iror^ iiralvcp

81a Twv a<peX(Zv neSlcov (ppei, Kol rrjs (TTaaiois irapacTvpwv

e<p6pei ras Spvs Koi ras TrXardvovs Kol robs ix^po'^^ irpoOeKvixvovs'

affai 5' oiiK t" 6" ^vfiiroaicf) irArjv Aaipo7 (rvKonediXe,

Kai, TfKTOVfs evTra\dfji.a>v vfwwf
• ovrois fjuOritrev eKsTvos.

vvvl 5' vfxe7s avrhv opcovres KapaX7]povvT oiiK iXetlre,

eKiTiirTovawv twv ijXeKrpwv, koI tov t6vov ovk It' ivdpros,

tQv ff apixovtajv ^laxo-ffKOVffwv
• aWh. yepaiv 5)V irepieppet,

Serirep Kovvas, ari(pavov /xev ^x^" aiiov, ^i^ri 5' airoKaiKais,

%v XPVV Sick ras irporfpas v'lKas iriveiv if tQ TrpvTave'itf,

KoX jU?; Xrjpuv, aWa eeaaOai Kiiraphv Trapa t^ Atouiffo}.

o'ias 5e Kparris opyas uixSiv i)ve(rx^To Koi ffTv<pe\iyfi.ovs
•

Ss airb ffixiKpics Sairavr^s v/xas apicrri^aiv aTr4nefJ.iref,

airh Kpaix^ordrov (TTfJ^uaTOS ixaTTCnv acrreioTaTas ^irtvoias
*

Xoiros ixivroi fiSvos avrripKei, rare /xif tl-ktuv, Tore S' OUX''

toCt' oppcoSwv Sierpi^ev aei, Kal irphs tovtokxiv f<pa(TKev

ipeTrji' xp^vai- T'p'^Ta yevea'Oai, irplv Trr]Sa\loiS e'lrixf 'p6"'j

kSt iVT(vQev irpcxipaTevaai Kal tous aue/xovs Siadpnffat,

Kara Kv^epvav avrhv kavrip. tovtuv ovv ovviKa iravrwy,

in aciKppoviKCos kovk avorjrws i(Tirr}Si}ffas i(p\vapei,

aipfcrff aiirw ttoAw rh ^69iov, Trapair4ix\f/aT iip' eVSexa KwiraK

dopV^OV XPIO"^^'' A.TJl'aiTTJl',

'iv (5 TToiTjT^j airiT) xa^pw;',

Kara vovv irpa^as,

(bai^pos Aa/jLTToi'Ti fx(.rw-ir(f.
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the audience on their want of taste in refusing him the prize, the

dialogue of the two \6yoi., and the conclusion of the piece. But

the work, as we have it, seems imperfectly recast, and was not

again brought on the stage by the poet. If so, it is a curious

evidence for the existence of a reading public apart from the

theatrical audience at Athens.

The play opens with a night-scene, in which the principal

actor, Strepsiades (Turn-coat), tells of his miseries, his expen-
sive Alcmaeonid wife, and his spendthrift son Pheidippides, whose

very name is a compromise between country saving and city

luxury. Even the slaves have become insolent in these war

times, and the old gentleman cannot sleep with thinking of his

debts and his son's extravagant habits. The only safety he can

devise is to send his son to the Phrontistery (Thinking-shop)
of Socrates, who assumes the character in this play of the

vulgar sophist, and will train any young man to win his cause,

however unjust, by subtle rhetoric. But when the fashionable

horsy young man refuses, the old gentleman presents himself

instead at the door of the Phrontistery, and finds the sage

swinging in a basket aloft observing the sun and aether. A
solemn disciple informs the astonished Strepsiades of various

wonders in the school, and groups of pale students are seen

wrapped in mysterious meditations. Socrates, who poses as a

physical philosopher and a freethinker, promises to transform

Strepsiades into an accomplished sophist. He calls down his

new divinities, the Clouds, who rule the world under Vortex

(AIj'oc, Mr. Browning's Whirligig), the supplanter of Zeus.

The choral odes of these Clouds are extremely beautiful, and

reveal a lyric power in Aristophanes which is not found in

the earlier plays. But with the license of comedy they not

only pass into the poet's person in the parabasis, they even at

the end assume the character of the '

lying spirits
'

in the Old

Testament, and declare that they are meant to mislead into

condign punishment such as profanely disbelieve in the national

faith.

Accordingly on their entrance they join Socrates in emanci-

pating Strepsiades from the religion of his fathers. But in

other respects he is found an inept and stupid pupil. The
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parabasis is again of the utmost independent value, owing to

its personal character, and the sketch which Aristophanes gives

of his aims in writing comedy.^ It is delivered while Socrates

and his pupil are within at their lessons. When they return to

the stage, Strepsiades is put through a long exercise in gram-
matical points, but breaks down through want of memory and

quickness, and is advised by the Clouds to bring his son to

the Phrontistery instead. The son objects, but is ultimately

persuaded, though reluctantly, to enter the school. Here a

choral ode is missing, after which follows the famous dialogue

of the Just and Unjust arguments, in which the poet paints

with enthusiasm the old education, and the splendour of old

Attic life in purity and in beauty.^ But the unjust advocate of

the new, immoral, intellectual education wins the battle, and

obtains the control of the pupil in consequence. Strepsiades

at once assumes airs of great impertinence to his creditors,

trusting to his son's future subtleties
;
but the first result is a

quarrel between father and son as to an after-dinner song, when
the son beats his father and threatens his mother with his newly

acquired sophistry. This suddenly opens the old Turncoat's

eyes ;
he deplores his folly, and is severely reprimanded by the

now serious and orthodox Clouds for his blindness and immo-

rality. He ends the play by taking vengeance on Socrates, and

setting the Phrontistery on fire. Such is the general outline of

this remarkable piece. But it is also full of minor traits of

great interest, and these are the special features which make

both the dialogue and the odes as interesting as anything now

extant of Greek comedy.

§ 265. Some of the questions raised about the Clouds are

not easily answered. But I think the scholiasts, as well as their

modern followers, have expressed far too much surprise at its

failure. We do not know how far the original piece was in-

ferior to the extant recension, and must merely note this possi-

bility as an element in the problem. But if we consider that

Aristophanes had been declared victor for at least two pre-

ceding years, we can in the first place imagine a widespread

jealousy of the new favourite, and an idea that Attic comedy
' Cf. especially vv. 51S-62.

* Cf. vv. 961, sq., locxs, sq., &c.
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would suffer if all the first prizes were adjudged to one poet.

Added to this feeling, and to the love of variety common

to every public, and very prominent in the Athenians, there

was this remarkable coincidence, that old Cratinus, the greatest

master of his day, who had retired into private life, suddenly

flashed out in his old vigour this year with the famous Wine-

flask, a play not only of great general excellence, but full of

personal confessions, and perhaps regrets, which must have

keenly excited the sympathy of a somewhat capricious, but

easily repentant pubhc. It is hkely that the enthusiasm ex-

cited by the ^vriv^ would have given it the victory over any

play opposed to it. It is more difficult to say why the Connus

of Ameipsias was also preferred, as we know very litde of

either the poet or the piece ;
but one fact is very significant.

Socrates and a chorus of Thinkers (cppovTitTTai) appeared in it,

and there is a fragment extant which describes the sage as

dressed in poor and ragged dress, but nevertheless above con-

descending to meanness and flattery.' If, then, Socrates was

a leading character in the play, which was called after a cele-

brated Citharcedus, who was his master, Aristophanes was de-

feated on his own subject by Ameipsias. This makes it less

likely that any injustice was done by the judges. For while

granting all the formal excellence of the play, there can be no

doubt that the drawing of Socrates in the Clouds is completely

unhistorical. The caricature is, indeed, so broad that we must

acquit the poet of any hostile intention, and assume that he

merely chose this well-known name to hang upon it all the

eccentricities and immoralities which he desired to reprehend

in the new school of rhetoric and of education. Plato's Sy^n-

posium, which introduces the philosopher and the poet as boon

companions, corroborates this view. The physical speculations

of Socrates were an early and unimportant part of his thinking;

he was no mountebank, no swindler, no rhetorician in the sense

of the other sophists. Yet all these qualities are ascribed to

him in the Clouds. It is, indeed, true that the poet saw with

deeper insight than his public that the Socratic teaching was

in real substance negative and sceptical, and might easily be

'
Meineke, ii. p. 703.
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distorted into vicious word-splitting and idle chicanery. But

the Athenian public, on the other hand, felt rightly that the

personality of the man was honest and noble, and it is not im-

possible that his bravery at the battle of Delium, not a year

earlier, helped to disgust them with the caricature, and reject

the clever but deeply unjust caricature of Aristophanes. It is

also likely that a very large part of the audience took no interest

in the physical speculations of Anaxagoras and Euripides, and
were somewhat bored by the prominence given to barren

subtleties. To such people the ridicule of Cleon and his dis-

honesty would come home at once, for every Athenian was

more or less a politician; accordingly the Knights would com-
mand far more public interest than the Clouds at Athens, as the

Happy Land, which ridiculed Mr. Gladstone's Cabinet, would

command it in England, far more than any unjust caricature

of Mr. Darwin and his philosophy. There are many special

editions and translations of this play. I may specify those of

F. A. Wolf (1811), Welcker (1810), Teuffel (ed. 3, Leipzig,

1868), Bothe, and'Green. The best is that of Th. Kock (2nd
ed. in Haupt and Sauppe's series). It is discussed in all the

histories of Greek Sophistic, in connection with Socrates.

§ 266. We pass to the comedy of the following year, the

Wasps {Hornets ?).
There is some confusion in the Greek argu-

ment of the play, which states that it was brought out by
Philonides, and obtained second prize, but that the first prize

was obtained by the Rehearsal {jz^tokyMv), also brought out by
Philonides, and also written by Aristophanes.

' This producing

' Mr. Rogers, in his careful and shrewd preface to his edition, proposes
10 emend the corrupt scholium difierently, and reads it to this effect : that the

play came out in the second year of the 89th OL, under Aristophanes' own

name, and was first. The irpodyaiv (which ridiculed Euripides) was brought
out by Philonides, and was second, Leucon with the Ambassadors third.

This correction seems to me more probable than the others proposed. Mr.

Rogers' refutation of the usual view of the play, as a satire upon the Athe-

nian jury system, is also perfectly sound. He shows some inconsistencies

in the plot, which point to haste or change of mind in the composition.
Thus the chorus on entering speak of their comrade as suddenly and un-

expectedly absent, whereas the opening scene represents him as long con-

fined and prohibited fiom attending the courts.



CH. XXI. THE WASPS. 449

of two plays by the same author in the same year seems very

strange, in the face of the competition of many poets to obtain

a chorus, and it is Ukely that the passage has been so corrupted
that the real sense is lost. The play is not so brilliant as the

Clouds, and is intended to ridicule the simplicity of the body of

poorer x\thenian citizens, who spent their life sitting in judgment

upon all the affairs of the empire, and receiving their three obols

daily by way of support. They imagined themselves the rulers

of the empire, whereas they were really the tools of dema-

gogues and of rhetoricians who pocketed the real profits.

Though the principal characters are called Philo-cleon and

Bdely-cleon, no hving personage is introduced, and the play is

remarkable as the earliest we have which deals wholly in

imaginary characters. The old dicast, who has gone mad
with love of sitting on juries, is confined by his sensible son

with the aid of slaves
;
and here we find, perhaps, the only case

in which Aristophanes represents the younger generation as

having more sense than the old. But he probably merely
intends to intimate a very general Greek feeling, that old age,
instead of being venerable and excessively wise, is really feeble

and prejudiced. The Homeric attempt of the old man to

escape, like Odysseus from the cave, is very comic. His

friends, the chorus of Wasps, come to his aid, but are driven off

by Bdelycleon, and compelled to listen passively to an argu-
ment between father and son, in which the former boasts all the

nominal grandeur of the sovereign Athenian people sitting in

judgment, while the latter shows the hollowness and vanity of

their pretensions. Ultimately the old man is appeased by a

mock trial of a dog for stealing cheese, which is got up for him
at home. The attempt at humanising the old dicast, and bring-

ing him back into the ways of society, is, however, too sudden.

Though he shows much quickness of political repartee in the

skolia which his son proposes, he is rude and unmannerly, and
his behaviour to h's associates shows the license of a sudden

emancipation from the trammels of self imposed political duties.

The latter part of the play gives us much insight into the

nature of social intercourse at Athens. The subject was imi-

tated by Racine in his solitary comedy, Les Plaideurs, which is

VOL. I. G G
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a melancholy contrast to its original as to freshness and humour-

There are excellent editions by Mitchell, Hirschig (with special

collations first by Bekker, then Cobet, Leiden, 1847), Julius

Richter, with Latin notes (Berlin, 1858), and by Mr. Rogers,
with a metrical translation. Many of the political allusions

have been fully discussed by Miiller-Striibing in his Aristophanes
iind die historische Kritik.

§ 267. In the following year (01. 89, 3) Aristophanes

brought out the first edition of the Peace, when Eupolis gained
the first prize with his Flatterers, and Leucon the third with his

Clansmen. The Peace seems to have been rehandled by the

poet, but there are not in our text (though there are in the

scholia) signs of a recension. The object of the play is to

recommend the then expected peace of Nikias, as both Brasidas

and Cleon had lately been killed, and thus the war party at

both Athens and Sparta was sensibly weakened. It was acted at

the great spring festival, when the deputies of the allies with

their tribute were present, as appears from many allusions.

The scene is partly laid iu heaven, evidently on the upper story

above the stage, whither Trygseos (the Vintager), an elderly

citizen, flies up on a dung-beetle to bring down the goddess

Peace, who has been immured by War, while the gods in

disgust have gone away, leaving War to do as he chose.

Hermes, an insolent but servile doorkeeper, is the only god
who appears. Two slaves who are fattening Trygaeos' beetle

open the piece with a dialogue which passes into the prologue,

as was often the case in Aristophanes' plays. When Peace is

brought down again to earth, and upon the stage, the prepara-

tions for her marriage with Trygseos occupy the rest of the

l^lay, of which the action halts after the first 800 lines, but the

dialogue is all through very witty and full of clever parodies.

On the whole the play is more brilliant and imaginative than the

Wasps, but too much flavoured with that obscenity, which,

however comical, disfigures several of the poet's later works,

and which he himself deprecates in earlier plays. Some pas-

sages in the Parabasis and elsewhere are copied from older

productions, and yet we cannot but wonder at the fertihty of

the poet's treatment of the same subject which he had handled
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in the Acharnians, with such completely different scenery and

arrangement. It seems as if the phantastic element had become

much more prominent in him about this period of his life.

The best special editions of this, as of the last play, are by

Julius Richter (Berlin, i860) and Mr. Rogers.

§ 268. There is now, in our extant remains, a gap of seven

years before the date of the next play, the Birds. This accident

suggests to critics a distinction between the poet's earlier and

later style, which is hardly warranted by the plays themselves.

The Peace seems to me to possess all his later characteristics in

full development, and is nevertheless brought out in close con-

nection with his older, more serious, and more political plays.

The temperate allusion to Cleon shortly after his death '
is a

curious contrast to the attack on Euripides in the Frogs under

the same circumstances. Here there is a sort of de-mortuis-

nil-nisi-bonwn feeling implied. The Birds came out in the

spring of 414 B.C., in the year following the sending out of the

Sicilian expedition, the panic about the Hermse, and the recall

and banishment of Alcibiades. The law of Syracosius limiting

the freedom of lampooning in comedy was doubtless connected

with the public excitement of the time, when the jibe of a

comedian might bring upon any man suspicion, prosecution,

and exile. It is doubtless to these circumstances that we may
ascribe the political vagueness of this piece, which is a general

satire upon the vain hopes and wild expectations of young

Athens, and ridicules their ideal empire in the western Medi-

terranean, which contrasted so strongly with the poet's conser-

vative notions about old Attic purity, dignity, and simplicity.

We may now declare that this retrograde ideal of the old party

was not less impossible than the Cloudcuckooiown of the ad-

vanced thinkers, and even in the Middle Comedy there were not

wanting parodies of the ancient heroic simplicity analogous to

this in the Birds. Nevertheless, to us the comedy is profoundly

interesting as a piece of brilliant imagination, with less pohtical

rancour, and less obscenity than most of the author's work, and

justly accounted one of the best, if not the best, of his extant

plays.

' w. 646, sq.

G G 2
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The play was brought out by CalUstratus, and obtained

second prize, Ameipsias being first with his Revellers, Phryni-

cush third with his Monotropos. It opens with a dialogue between

two Athenian typical characters, Persuader (YlEiOf.raipo^) and

Hopeful {Ev£X7ridi)g), who are disgusted with litigious Athens,

and are wandering, conducted by a crow and jackdaw, and

attended by two slaves, in search of the avified Tereus, now a

hoopoe, who will show them a quiet city where they may live

without law. This is told us, as usual, by one of the characters

in the first dialogue. It is remarkable that these, like almost

all Aristophanes' leading characters, are not young, but elderly

men. They find the hoopoe, who calls out his wife, the

nightingale,' and these summon all the birds to council. No
sooner has Persuader asked a few questions about the life

of the birds, than he conceives and propounds a scheme to

the hoopoe of settling all the birds into a great polity, and

shutting off by means of it the ways from earth to heaven, so

that the gods, being starved out by want of offerings, shall

come to terms, and resign the sovereignty of the world to the

birds. This scheme is accordingly carried out, the city is

established and there are very comic scenes, when all sorts of

worthless sycophants, mountebank priests, and windy poeta

' The beautiful invocation to the nightingale is worth quoting (w.

209-24) :

fi-ye avvvofxe jxoi, 7raC<rai /uec virvoVf

\vffov 5e v6/j.ovs Upwv vfivwv,

oiis 5ia deiov (nSfxaTos 6pr]ve7s

rhv i/xhv Kol (rhv Tro\vSaKpvy''lTvv

i\f\t(oiJ.evr] SiepoTs fie\ifftv

yevvos ^ovBtjs'

KaOapa X'^P*' ^la (pvWoKdfiov

fjil\aKos rix^ T'phs Aihs tSpas,

'lu' d
xp^'^'^'^^t-'-"-^ io7Pos 6,Kovaiv

TOis (TOts eXeyois avTt\piK\a)u

4\€<pavT65eTOv <p6pij,iyya, dtuv

1arr)<n x°P'"^^
'

Sid S' aOavdraiv (TTO/toTwv X^P^"*

^VfjL(pOiVOS OfJiOV

6da fxaKapcov dKo\9y{}.
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come to Persuader to get wings and live among the birds.

Iris is caught flying through the city on an errand from Zeus

to order men to sacrifice, as the gods are starving. She is

sent back, and meanwhile a herald comes up from the earth to

say that the mortals have consented to submit to the Birds'

sovereignty. Presently Poseidon, Heracles, and Triballus—a

barbarian god, who does not know how to put on his cloak—
come as an embassy from the gods. But Heracles, who is very

gluttonous, and moreover hungry, is ready to accept any terms,

when he finds Persuader cooking a rich meal to which he

hopes to be invited. Triballus is unintelligible, but sides with

Heracles, and so Poseidon is forced to comply with the dis-

graceful terms of submitting to the Birds, and allowing Basileia

(Sovereignty) to be brought down and married to Persuader.

The play ends, as the Peace does, with the Hymeneal song.

It is full of the richest imagination and the brightest wit, but

it is idle to discuss the endeavours of modern critics to pierce

the disguise under which the poet may have ridiculed definite

persons. As a general satire on young Athens it is full of

point, and a real work of genius. I have already pointed out

(above, p. 434) the careful and complete structure of the para-

basis. It is surprising how few special editions of this play have

been published in recent times. The earlier part has been re-

produced for the stage, with sundry modifications, by Goethe in

1780, and the whole play has been translated by the poet

Riickert. There is a handy school edition by Th. Kock

(Haupt and Sauppe's series).

§ 269. The Lysistrata appeared in 411 B.C., after the Sici-

lian disaster, when ten Proboidoi had been appointed to manage
the city, and when its democracy was just being overthro\vn

by the oligarchs under Peisander and Antiphon. We may
take for granted that comic license was forbidden. The Pei-

sander mentioned in the play was probably therefore not the

politician, and there is no allusion to Antiphon. Nevertheless,

under the mask of obscene ribaldry there is no play of Aristo-

phanes more seriously in earnest about the affairs of the state.

His usual policy is enforced by representing the women of

all Greece determined to refuse conjugal rights to their hus-
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bands until peace is proclaimed, and at the same time seizing
the Acropolis in order to secure the treasure of the Parthenon
from being applied to war purposes. A chorus of old men who
come to attack the Propylsea with fire, and a chorus of the

elder women who defend it with water, replace with their re-

sponsive odes and comic abuse the usual single chorus. There
is no parabasis. The Spartan woman, Lampito, who is remark-

able not only for her splendid physique, but for her character

and self-control, speaks throughout in her own dialect, as do
the Spartan ambassadors at the close of the play, and they thus

aflbrd us an excellent specimen of that remarkable Doric which
is hardly represented in any extant branch of Greek literature.

The pohtical advice comes not from the chorus, but from the

leading character, whose typical name, Lysistrata, indicates hei

policy. She recommends forgetfulness of past offences, in fact

amnesty and a coalition of interests with the allies, who had

been hitherto treated as mere subjects. There is no vain pic-

turing of past happiness or future glory, but rather a homely,
anxious review of the situation, with a determination to do the

best in a frightful crisis.
^ The spectacle of an Athenian public

' I call particular attention to the following passage, as the most dis-

tinctly pathetic which we have in Aristophanes.
vv. 588, sq. :

nPO. oijKovv Seivhii ravrl rairas pa^Si^eiv koI roKvireveiv,

ah oii5e ixfTTJy iravv toS iroAe'/iou ;

AT. Kol ixi^v, & irayKardpaTe,
ir\e7v T/e SiirAow avrhv (pepofxev. itpwTi.a'Tov fxev ye

reKovffai

Ka.Kirefv\iaffai iraTSas 6ir\iras.

nPO. aiya, /x^ fivqaiKaKricr-ps.

AT. tiff TiviK ^XPV" tvrppavdrivai koI tijs ij^ris anoAava-ai,

/xovoKOLTOu/xei/ 5io Tus (TTparias, koX Otjfifrepov tiev

4a.T€,

wepl rSiv 5e KopSiv eV rols 6a\d.fj.ois yrjpacrKovcrwv

aviaiixai.

nPO. ovKOw xtti'Spes yripaaKovffiv ;

AT. ^o At", dXA.' ovK 6?Jras ^u.oiov.

6 fxiv ijffciiv yap, K&v ^ Tro\i6s, Ta^y ira^Sa KOpTfv

yfydfiT]Kev

rris Si yvvaiKhs cr/xiKphs 6 Kaipds, khv tovtov /u^

'7ri\a.ffi]Tai,

ov^i)s ideXfi yjjiuoi Tavrriv, orrevouhri Se kc(97)t«;
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coming together in their direst misfortune, to hear a play of

which the very argument could not be explicitly stated in

modern society, and of which the details fully develop the

main idea, shows us a great gulf between Attic and modern

culture. I will only observe in explanation of so painful a

phenomenon that many ceremonies of the Greek religion
—

nay even the spiritual mysteries of Demeter—admitted obscene

emblems and obscene jokes as a necessary part of the festival,

and this element was as prominent in the feasts of women as

in those where men only were engaged. Thus the naturalism

of Greek polytheism, as contrasted with the asceticism of

Christianity, engendered a state of feeling, even in the most

refined, which would be accounted among us shocking gross-

ness. The indulgence, therefore, of Athenians in such amuse-

ments as the Lysistraia, though under all circumstances ob-

jectionable, is not by any means to be regarded as parallel

to a similar performance in modern times.

The scene being laid at the Propylsea of the Acropolis is full

of local allusions to the surrounding features, which have been

missed by most commentators owing to their want of familiarity

with the place. Of course the play from its very nature has

been little commented on in special editions. There is a text

with scholia and full commentary by Mr. Blydes (Halle, 1880).

Mr. Rogers has done all that can be done to bring it within

the range of modern readers in his excellent version, and his

commentary on selections from the text.

§ 270. From the following year (01. 92, 2) we have the

T/usmophoriazusce, or celebrators of the Thesmophoria, in

which the poet again makes the female sex prominent, but is

less in earnest about politics, which had in the meantime

taken a definite turn, and permitted no interference. This play

is perhaps the most comical which we have, and might be

called a '

screaming farce,' but for the determined attack on the

morality of the Athenian women, which is laid by Aristophanes

wittily, and by the commentators stupidly, on the shoulders of

Euripides. This poet appears with his father-in-law Mnesilo-

chus in search of Agathon, whose effeminate appearance and

style will enable him to attend the Thesmophoria, and defend
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Euripides from the conspiracy made by the women against
him, on account of his misoguny and his pictures of female

passion. Agathon is cleverly parodied, with coarse asides from

Mnesilochus, who is the stock Athenian of the poet. But

Agathon refuses the dangerous mission among the women, and

Euripides persuades Mnesilochus, with the aid of shaving and
of Agathon's borrowed dress, to make the attempt. At a very
comic assembly speeches are made against Euripides, but

Mnesilochus ruins liis case by arguing that Euripides had far

understated the vices of women. This leads to altercation,
and then the news brought by the effeminate Cleisthenes, that

a man had entered the women's exclusive gathering, leads to

the discovery and apprehension of Mnesilochus. By a device
akin to that of Dicseopolis in the Acharnians, he threatens in

his peril to slay a child, which turns out to be a wine skin, and
he is at last put under the charge of a Scythian policeman.
The devices of Euripides, who approaches under the guise of

various characters from his plays, especially from the recent

Hele7ia and the Andromeda, and is answered by Mnesilochus,
afford scope for much brilliant parody. At length, under the

garb and by the devices of a procuress, Euripides entices away
the Scythian, and extricates his friend.

The chorus, though prominent, sings no proper parabasis,
nor is there any serious address to the audience. All the play
is full of fun, and parody, and ribaldry. The attack on women
is a fiercer one than all the plays of Euripides condensed could
furnish. As to the travesties of Agathon and of Euripides, they
are all comic, and show, I think, no personal hatred, though
many hard hits are dealt Plato makes Aristophanes a personal
friend of Agathon, and the allusion to him, after his death,
in the Frogs corroborates this. But the Frogs are far more
severe on Euripides than this play, for here his cleverness only
is ridiculed, and his plays quoted as the most popular, while his

attacks on the weaker sex are more than justified. The in-

.sinuations of effeminacy against Agathon are quite as foul as

those in the end of the play against Euripides for deal-

ing in immorality. There are editions by Thiersch, F. V.

Fritzsche, and Enger. Some fragments remain of a second
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Thcsmophoriazusce, which continued the plot of this play, and

inveighed chiefly, according to our fragments, against female

luxury. Mr. Blaydes' full edition has since appeared (Halle,

1880), and Velsen's recension (1880).

§ 271. Passing by the Plutus, as our version of it was pro-

duced later (it was first played in 01. 92, 4), we come to the

-Frogs, certainly the most interesting, if not the best constructed

of all Aristophanes' extant plays. It came out in 405 B.C., just

before the battle of ^gospotami, when Athens was approach-

ing the crisis of her history. Phrynichus and Theramenes are

still the leading men of the state ; people are longing for Alci-

biades, but afraid to recall him. It is at such a moment that

this wonderful play occupied the public with its buffoonery, and

its profound literary criticism. It obtained first prize under

Philonides' direction, and defeated (the comic) Phrynichus'
Muses and Plato's Cleophoti. Its repetition is said to have been

ordered owing to the prudent and moderate parabasis, which

recommends amnesty for past off"ences, especially in the affair of

the Four Hundred, and unity among all the citizens to avert the

ruin of the state. ^ This political advice is very similar in tone

to that in the Lysistrata. The plot is separated into two parts :

first, the adventures of Dionysus on his journey to Hades in

search of a good poet, Sophocles and Euripides being lately dead ;

and secondly, the poetical contest of -^schylus and Euripides,
and the final victory of .zEschylus. These subjects are logi-

cally though loosely connected together, but remind us strongly
of the dramatic economy of the very poet whom Aristophanes
is here attacking so vehemently. No analysis can reproduce
the real brilliancy of the piece, which consists in all manner of

comic situations, repartees, parodies, and unexpected blunders.

The attack on Euripides, and parallel defence of ^Eschylus,
carried on by the poets themselves, is of course profoundly

interesting as a piece of contemporary literary criticism by so

great a poet ;
but great poets are not always good critics.

Moreover, whether from dramatic propriety, or from serious

conviction, the points urged on both sides are all shallow and

unimportant, and only of weight before an idiotic judge, such

as Dionysus. How this character can have been intended to

' vv. 352, sq.
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represent the Athenian public without insulting them is hard

to understand. For if this be the poet's meaning, the aesthetic

judgment of the Athenian public, and their art criticism, is

ridiculed far more bitterly than the fashionable tragedian.

The attacks of the poets on one another are partly gram-

matical, partly rythmical, partly ethical, but hardly at all

aesthetic, if we except the objection to the peculiar stage

effect which ^schylus so often used, of introducing his lead-

ing character upon the stage in silence, and keeping the

audience in long suspense before he spoke. The grammatical

points are minute and trifling, and as to the rythmical argu-

ment against Euripides' prologues,^ most good iambic trimeters

can be concluded with \»jfcv 0*0 1' dTrwXfo-e*', so that there is no

point in it at all. The melic ramblings of Euripides may be

open to the charge of disconnection and of effeminate softness,

but assuredly the obscurity of ^schylus is an equally important

defect in poetry addressed to a listening public.

By far the most important part of the controversy is that

concerning the moral effects of tragedy, for it is assumed as an

axiom by all parties,^ that the potts (whether dramatic or not)

are moral teachers—in fact, the established clergy of the age
—

and perform the same office for men which schoolmasters do

for children. Assuming this standpoint, Euripides can only

defend himself by urging that the legends he represented were

as he found them, and that he encouraged practical good sense

and homely shrewdness among the citizens—in fact, educated

them in good sense.^

The reply which we should make to ^Eschylus would

rather insist that he himself was not a great poet because he

had a moral object, but because in prosecuting that object he

stated great world problems, great conflicts of Destiny and

Freedom, of Law and of Feeling, and set them forth AAath

extraordinary power and beauty. Euripides may have made

the mere changes of human character, and the scourge of

passion, his conscious objects, but in portraying these things

well he was no less a great teacher of humanity, and a lofty

moralist in his own way. It is as if we should contrast Sir

'
vv. 1 200, sq.

* vv. 1056, sq.
' vv. 948, sq.
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W. Scott's romances, their chivalry, their ideality, and their

obvious rewarding of vice and virtue, with the subtler and

deeper teaching of George Eliot, who makes the tangled web

of human life her object, and does not accommodate her cata-

strophes to traditional morality. Sir W. Scott wrote great novels,

not because he wrote with an earnest moral purpose, but

because he drew periods of history, and varieties of human cha-

racter, with boldness and with poetic truth. These are the

eternal features of dramatic art, but they are often most deeply

felt by great artists who cannot consciously express them.

As to special editions, we have those of Welcker (1812) ;

Pernice, with notes and version (1856), and Fritzsche (1863);

also Th. Kock's (in Haupt and Sauppe's series), a good school-

book.

§ 272. There is a great descent in literary merit to the

Ecckztaziisce, or parliament of womeii^ which came out about

393 B.C., when Athens was striving along with Thebes and

Aro-os to check the pov/er and encroachments of Sparta. If

the success at Knidos and the recovery of the maritime supre-

macy had taken place, still more if the long walls were being

rebuilt, it is indeed strange that such a poet as Aristophanes

should have made no allusion to these great successes and the

hopes they inspired. But the political allusions of the play

contain no solemn warning, no hearty advice
; they are merely

a bitter satire on the faults and weaknesses of the revived

democracy, its unstableness and vacillation, the selfishness and

greed of both poor and rich, the postponing of all public interests

to private advantage. All the faults reproved by Demosthenes

and Phocion are already prominent; we have before us no

lonf^er the Periclean, but the Demosthenic Athenian. The

poet of a greater and better time has no heart to advise, but

only to ridicule such people.^ His main interest turns from

* It is chiefly from this evidence that the Germans draw their pictures

of the debased ochlocracy, and no doubt they draw it according to the

notions of Aristophanes and his aristocratic friends. But whether Athens

was really thus debased is quite another question, and those who have

studied Grote's history, and the affairs of the restored democracy, will

come to a very different conclusion. There was no doubt a great

decadence in energy, but not in social and intellectual qualities.
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political to social questions, from practical to theoretical reforms,

and he occupies himself with the schemes of socialism and com-
munism which were floating in the air of the schools, and which

may even then have had some countenance in Plato's oral lec-

tures. These theories he satirises by making the women meet
in the assembly, dressed in their husbands' clothes, and decide

that they must in future assume the management of the state,

with full community of goods, of husbands—in fact, of every-

thing. There is of course a great deal of humour in all the

discussions, especially in the home conversation between

Praxagora, the leading character (like the Lysistrata of a

former play), and her husband, in which he is fully persuaded

by gross material prospects to acquiesce in the scheme. The

dialogue between the honest citizen, who in obedience to the

decree brings out all his goods into the street for the common
fund, and the dishonest neighbour, who keeps back what he

has, and waits to see how things will turn out, is the best

in the play, and is an epitome of the conduct of Athens from

that day onward, when patriotism was required of her. The
scenes which follow are apparently written for obscenity's sake,

and are too absurd to be a genuine satire upon Athenian

women. These features, and the concluding appeal of the

coryphaeus (w. 1155, sq.), to remember the jokes, and not to

deny the author his prize because his play came first in the com-

petition, indicate how much both poet and audience had fallen.

The chorus assumes a leading part in the play, but sings no para-

basis, unless indeed a choral ode which is lost may have replaced

it. But the whole complexion of the piece resembles what

is called the Middle Comedy, in which the chorus disappears.

The play is difficult, and has not been sufficiently com-

mented upon, doubtless on account of the features which

it has in common with the far superior and more earnest Ly-
sistrata, The commentators on Plato's Republic have much

occupied themselves with the question, what system or theory
of socialism the poet had before him, as Plato's immortal dia-

logue was not published till many years later. We can find no

more specific answer than to say that such a work had probably

many predecessors, and that such speculations must have been
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long in the air before they assumed the definite form in which

Plato has transmitted them to us. For the history of Socialism

and of the theory of woman's rights the play is an early and

valuable document.

§ 273. Last in our list comes the Flutus, which, as we have

it, was produced 01. 97, 4 or 388 B.C., in the poet's old age.

But we are informed that this was the second edition, and

that it was first played in 408 B.C., before the Frogs. To this

latter play it is remarkably inferior in every respect, but chiefly

perhaps because it is of the tamer type known as that of

the Middle Comedy. The characters are all general, and

there is no chorus beyond a collection of neighbours, who do

not interfere in the action, and sing no lyrical odes, or para-

basis. The prominence of the slave is another feature which

allies it to both Middle and New Comedy. Politics disappear

altogether, and the whole object of the work is a dramatic satire

upon the irregularities and injustices of society, and upon the

apparently false distribution of wealth by the gods. The worthy

Chremylus, having by the help of the oracle discovered Plutus,

whom as an old blind man he does not recognise, but who

at length reveals himself, undertakes to have the god's sight

restored, and so to enable him to choose his residence amongst

honest men. Poverty, a gaunt female figure, protests against this

proceeding, and explains the advantages which she bestows on

men. There are several indications of a chorus at the conclu-

sion of each act, or pause in the plot, but these were either

never written, or omitted (as I suspect) in the revised edition

which we possess, or lost by the carelessness of transcribers.

This last theory seems very improbable. The slave in a long

messenger's speech, only interrupted by exclamations from

Chremylus' wife, recounts the cure of Plutus in the temple of

^sculapius—a very interesting comic picture of the rehgious

quackery of the age. The rest of the play is occupied with the

appearance of a sycophant priest and other characters v/ho come

to visit Chremylus on hearing of his good fortune. The general

structure of the play seems imitated from the earlier Peace. The

god of riches corresponds to the goddess of peace. The

opposing figures of War and Poverty are closely analogous.
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The good Hermes in both plays acts the mean part of a sort of

understrapper, and not a faithful one, among the gods. Both

plays end their plot early, and fill up the remainder with dia-

logues arising out of the successful conclusion of the enterprise.
But the Peace is far livelier and more spirited than the Pliitus.

The tame and sober character, and the absence of special

political allusions in this work, have made it an easy and suit-

able play for younger students, and there have accordingly been
a good many scholia upon it, and a good many editions in

Byzantine days ;
but there is no recent German edition except

Marback's (Leipzig, 1844), and now Velsen's (critical, 1881).

§ 274. The Fragments of Aristophanes (about 750) are

neither long nor interesting. Were our knowledge of the poet
confined to them, we should be perfectly incapable of forming
any notion of his true character and transcendent merits, and
this fact should make critics more cautious than they have been
in estimating other comic poets, only known by the light of

this delusive evidence and thus compared with the extant

master. The AfupMaraus seems to have ridiculed superstitious
treatment of diseases, like the scene of the Plutus just men-

tioned, and may therefore have been of that type. So was the

^olosikon, a parody on Euripides' yEolus, a play which was
written without chorus, later than the Pluhis, and committed to

the care of the poet's son Araros. The Kokaios, also committed
to Araros, was even considered a forerunner, in its love intrigue
and recognition, of the New Comedy of Menander

;
so that

this type too was probably inherent in Greek comedy, and only
rose to greater prominence owing to social causes. All that

can be known about the plots of the lost plays, and many con-

jectures besides, may be found in the collection of the fragments
at the end of Meineke's second volume. There is an equally

good collection in Dindorfs PoeicB Scenid, and many mono-

graphs about them are cited by Nicolai.'

§ 275. If we take a general view of the dramatic resources

shown by this great poet, we shall be somewhat surprised at

the poorness of his plots and the fixed lines of his invention.

As is well known, old Attic comedy cared little about plots ;

' LG. i. p. 231.
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any extravagant adventure was sufficient to give it scope for

the development of character, and for comic dialogue which

sparkled by means of witty repartee and satirical allusion. Like

the plays of Euripides, which pause in the middle, and then

start with a new interest, it is common for the Aristopha-

nic plays to work out at once the project of the principal

actor, and then occupy the rest of the play in comic situations

produced by the introduction of any stray visitor. Examples

of this design will be found in the Acharnians, Peace, Phitus,

Wasps, and Birds. The Frogs is a more artistic instance, as

the poetical conflict which ensues upon Dionysus' visit to

Hades is strictly to the point. But here too the adventures of

Dionysus in search of a tragic poet are a separate play (so to

speak) from the scenes in Hades after his reception by Pluto.

The Knights and Chuds have more plot than the rest, though

the action in the Knights is too much delayed by the coarse

Billingsgate of the rival demagogues.
A good deal of sameness may further be observed in this,

that the economv of the opening scenes preserves a certain

uniformity. Either the principal character begins with a

soliloquy, which explains the whole plot, as in the Acharnians

and Clouds, or the first scene is a dialogue, in which one of the

speakers presently turns to the audience, and explains the

situation by what may be called a delayed prologue. These

speakers are either two slaves under orders ( Wasps, Knights,

Peace), or the leading character with his slave or confidant

(Progs, Pliitus, Birds, ThestnophoriazuscB). The Lysistrata

and Ecclesiaztisce open with a combination of both devices.

The leading character comes on, but in expectation of others,

as in the Acharnians, and the plot is presently expounded in a

conversation with the new characters. These considerations

show that, with all the wildness and license of the poet's ima-

gination, he kept not only his diction, which was a model of

the strictest Attic, but even his plots, under close regulations.^

Turning to his characters, we find the same regularity in

their conception. They are almost all elderly, both men and

'

Westphal (Proleg. zti ^schyl. pp. 30, sq,) has shown that Aris-

tophanes'Tiprw of play resembled ^schylus, and not later tragedy.



464 HISTORY OF GREEK LITERATURE, CH. xxi.

women, and even when father and son are brought on the

stage together, as in the Wasps, the son impresses us as already
mature in age and good sense. This arises from the aristo-

cratic temper of the poet, who only satirised and ridiculed the

middle and lower classes, among whom the young are seldom

prominent, especially in war times, when they were employed
in field and garrison duty. The Athenian democracy is always

imaged by the poet under the guise of an elderly man, and all

the leading characters which are intended to be representative

are very uniform in type
—shrewd, somewhat coarse, and not

very educated. This is likely to have been specially true of

the Attic countryman, whom he contrasts sharply with the city

folk. Pheidippides in the Clouds is the only portrait he ven-

tures to draw of a young aristocrat, and he is very slightly

sketched, until he appears transformed into a Socratic sophist.

The chorus of Knights is purely political and impersonal, and

reveals to us no social or individual features. Were we there-

fore reduced for our knowledge of the Athenian aristocracy to

the comedies of Aristophanes, we must be content with a single

passage in the opening of the Clouds, and we should be com-

pletely ignorant of any of their failings but that of an over-

fondness for horses. Yet surely the young aristocrats were

fully as open to satire and comic travesty on the stage as the

old dicasts.

These remarks show the error of the assertion usual in

Aristophanes' German critics, that he lashed all the vices and

defects of Athenian society in his day. They ignore that the

poet was an aristocrat, who ridiculed radicalism and the ad-

vanced democracy, but spared the vices of his associates and

his party. What a subject Alcibiades would have afforded !

Yet in spite of his democratic leanings, his high birth and con-

nections saved him from any but stray shafts on the stage.
^

It is in the orators that we find him painted in his dark

'

According to various late authorities, of whom a scholiast on Juvenal

is the best, the Bairrai of Eupolis were expressly directed against Alcibiades.

But it must have been indirectly, and without naming him personally,

for the twenty-two extant fragments do not contain a single mention or

even allusion to Alcibiades.
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colours. I have already noticed the constant retrospects, and

longing for the good old times, which characterised all the comic

poets of this period. I will only add that in his late plays

Aristophanes seems to have laid aside these aspirations as

hopeless, and applied himself to the practical teaching of

union and forgiveness among the rival parties in the agony of

the last years of the war.

As to his position in matters of religion, he is a great defender

of orthodoxy against the new physical school, and is never

weary of attacking Socrates and Euripides for their breaking

up of the old faith. But all this seems rather from policy than

from real devoutness, for he does not hesitate to travesty the

gods after the manner of Epicharmus, and to present the reli-

gion of the people under a ridiculous form. Though he per-
mits himself to indulge in orthodox profanity and ridicule

about the gods, he feels a profound difference in the serious

attacks of the sceptical school upon the received faith. In

this he was doubtless quite correct, but it throws a doubtful

light upon his seriousness as a religious thinker.

§ 276. His parody of the tragedies is to us more interest-

ing. Though commonly aimed at Euripides, there is frequent

parodying of both Sophocles and .^schylus, and of the less

known tragic poets, probably much oftener than even the scholi-

asts detected. Of course his ridicule of Euripides was most un-

sparing, and most unjust, but the latter was no mere innovator

in tragedy, he was also an opponent on social and political ques-
tions. There is no greater proof of the real greatness of Euripi-

des, than that his popularity combated and overcame the most

splendid comic genius set in array against it during the period
of its development. The loose and irrelevant choral odes of his

later plays are doubtless open to the parody of the Frogs, but the

very same change of taste as to the importance of the choral

interludes made Aristophanes himself diminish and abandon
his choruses, and even replace them with a musical or orches-

tic performance. For this seems the meaning of the word

Xopov inserted in the pauses of the later plays, especially the

Plutus. Hence in this, as in most other points, the same ten-

dencies which modified Euripides' tragedies had their effect

VOL. I. H 11
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upon the plays of his censor. Among the features of detail,

nothing is more cleverly ridiculed than those repetitions of the

same word which occur in the pathetic lyrical passages of

Euripides. Yet this has been felt by great hearts of various

ages, and by the still greater heart of popular song, to be a

natural and poetical enhancement to the expression of deep

feeling. The modern poet who best understands Euripides

has followed his example in this point.' The German lyrist

von Platen, in his beautiful and artistic imitations of folk-song,

has reproduced the same effect—an effect still more clearly and

universally exemplified in music, where the repetition of even a

single note often conveys intense feeling.

§ 277, Turning from points of detail to the general scope of

Aristophanes' plays, we come upon a controversy as to the

true aim of comedy, and as to the conception which the poet

formed of his art. The passage on the nature of comedy in

the Poetic of Aristotle is unfortunately lost, but if we can trust

stray hints on the subject, his definition of comedy (which

applied mainly to Menander) ran parallel to that of tragedy,

and described the art as a purification of certain affections of

our nature, not by terror and pity, but by laughter and ridicule.

This deep moral object has been strongly advocated by Klein,

who exalts Aristophanes to a pinnacle attained by no other

Greek poet. On the other hand, Hegel, who without any

special knowledge has theorised on the matter in his ^^st/ietic,

speaks of comedy as the outlet of a great uncontrolled sub-

jectivity, which feels that it is so superior to all ordinary human

affairs, that it can afford to laugh them down and treat them

Dances, dances, and banqueting
To Thebes, the sacred city through,

Are a care ! for, change and cliange

Of tears and laughter, old to new,

Our lays, glad birth, they bring, they bring !

—
Aristoph. Apol., p. 266. There are many more instances in this version

of the Hercules Furens. This allusion to Mr. Browning suggests the remark

that he has treated the controversy between Euripides and Aristophanes

with more learning and ability than all other critics, in his Aristophanes'

Apologyi, which is, by the way, an Euripides' Apology also, if such be

required in the present day.
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with ridicule. Probably both theories have their truth as regards

Aristophanes. His early plays seem written with high polidcal

aspirations, and with a strong conviction that he was the

adviser of the people for good, and could lead them from

sophistry and chicanery to a sounder and nobler condition.

This feeling transpires in his personal addresses to the audience,

in his professed contempt for obscenity and buffoonery, and in

the serious tone of his political advices. As the war went on,

and the people became gradually impoverished and degraded,

when the oligarchs broke down in their attempt to abolish the

democracy, and the power of Athens was ruined by Lysander,

we see the poet, not without stray touches of sadness, adopt a

lower tone, abandon serious subjects, and turn almost wholly

to obscenity, buffoonery, and mere literary and social s.itire.

At this stage he may have been indulging his
'

infinite subjec-

tivity,' as Hegel chooses to call it, and may have felt that serious

advice, and efforts at political and social reform, were mere

idle dreams, and not worth treating except as stuff for travesty.

This is indeed a melancholy contrast to the life of the extant

tragic poets, all of whom seem to have risen and ripened with

age, and to have left us in their latest pieces the noblest and

most perfect monuments of their genius.

§ 278. A word in conclusion should be said concerning the

lyric side of Aristophanes, which the old scholiasts so neglected,

that they note his graceful ode to the nightingale (in the Birds)
as a parody on Euripides. Modern writers, on the contrary,

have advanced to the absurd statement, that his real greatness
was not dramatic, but lyric. There can, indeed, be no doubt

that the lyrical pieces in the comedies are of the highest merit
;

nevertheless, it would be as absurd to say that the real genius
of Sophocles was lyric because he wrote beautiful lyric odes.

Lyric poetry and the drama were so combined in Periclean

days, that although a lyric poet might be no dramatist, every
dramatist must be a lyric poet. And we have reason to think

that the occasional lyric pieces of the great dramatists in that

day were far finer than the works of professed lyric poets after

the age of Simonides. Nevertheless, the true greatness of

Aristophanes ever has been, and will be, dramatic greatness,
H H 2
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But it is rather in extraordinary fertility and brilliancy of dia-

logue, than in ingenuity of plot, that he excels.

We cannot tell whether the statement of Plato at the end

of the Symposium was seriously meant, that the composer of

comedy must have the same sort of genius as the composer of

tragedy, and that the same poet should compose both. If it

was, we can hardly avoid the inference that it was meant to

apply to Aristophanes, who plays a leading part in the dialogue,

and whom Plato evidently esteemed at his real worth. The
combination of which he speaks was not attempted in classical

days, though there are not wanting signs that Aristophanes could

have composed with pathos and seriousness, and might perhaps
have been more dangerous to Euripides as a rival than as a

professed opponent.

§ 279. The later Greeks, who became accustomed to the

strict form and the social polish of the New Comedy, could not

bear the wildness and license of the great political comedian.

Aristotle completely ignores him, and the Old Comedy gene-

rally, in his dramatic theories, aud evidently regards him. as

nothing compared with his successors in later days and in the

tamer style. Plutarch, in a special comparison of Old and New

Comedy, is both severe and depreciating in his remarks upon
him.^ These tamer and more orderly people look upon the

wayward exuberance of the Old Comedy with much the same

temper as the French school of tragedy look upon the license

and irregularity of Shakspeare. Fortunately, the Alexandrian

critics did not share these prejudices, and seem to have

directed more attention to this poet than to any other except
Homer.2 Callimachus collected the literary and chronological

notices
; Eratosthenes, Aristophanes, Aristarchus and Crates

' His little tract on Aristophanes and Menandcr is still worth reading,

in order to show how completely formal excellence and polish of style out-

weighed the greater merits of old comic poetry in the opinion of his age.

Aristophanes is blamed for violations of the later rhetorical artifices, for

excessive assonances, and for such matters as he would have scorned to

observe, in his writing ; moreover, for allowing inconsistency in characters,

which were with him only a vehicle for political satire.

- The following information on the Alexandrian studies is compressed
Xrorn the fuller account of Bernhardy, LG. ii. 670.
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followed (with others) in explaining and commenting upon
hard passages. There seem to have been collections of these

commentaries, first by Didymus, and finally by Symmachus,
who added Heliodorus' theatrical studies. These form the

older basis of the Scholia, enlarged and diluted by later Byzan-
tine work, but, on the whole, the best Greek commentary we

have on any Greek author, and of inestimable value in under-

standing the difficult allusions of the text. The text of these

scholia was first printed (with nine plays) by Aldus in 1498.

There are excellent monographs of J. Schneider, Ritschl and

Keil upon them, and they have been lately critically edited by
Dindorf. and by Dubner (Paris, 1868).

§ 280. Bibliographical. Far the best MS. of both text and

scholia is the Ravennas of the eleventh century, a large vellum

quarto of 192 pages, of which the margin is here and there

badly stained with damp, so that the scholia are often almost

illegible. This is one of the best and most trustworthy of our

Greek MSS. It contains the extant plays, not in their chro-

nological order, but according to their popularity, the first

three being much more read and commented than the rest,

viz. Plutus, Clouds, Frogs, Birds, Knights, Peace, Lysistrata,

Acharnians, Wasps, Thesmophoi-iaziiscB, Ecclesiaziisce.

Owing to the difficulty of reaching Ravenna formerly, few

scholars have seen or collated this MS., which is preserved in

the public library, and now readily shown to visitors.^ There

is a later MS. at Milan in the Ambrosian Library which seems

to correspond with it very closely, but which is not mentioned

by the principal critics.
2 There is besides the Venetus \i\,\hQ.

of the Laurentian at Florence, and a Parisinus A, which

are valued by the editors. Of the three popular plays there

are endless later copies.

As to editions there is the princeps of nine plays by Aldus

(1498), a handsome folio, followed by the Juntine in 15 15,

which added the two missing plays ( Thesmophoriazusce and Lysis-

trata) as an appendix in 15 16. Bentley, Dobree, Dawes, and

' There is an interesting article on its history by W. G. Clark, in tlie

third volume of the Cambridge Journal of Philology.
2 This was shown to me by M. Ceriani, the learned librarian at Milan.
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Porson, all worked at this poet, and wrote critical notes upon
the text, and in this direction Cobet (in the Leiden Mnemosyne)
has contributed more than anyone else to the purifying of this

purest of Attic writers. The best complete editions in modern

days are Bekker's, Diibner's (Didot), Bergk's (Teubner),

Dindorfs {FoetcB Scenici), and Meineke's. Holden has also pub-

lished a critical text (Cambridge, 1868), with the fragments and

an index to them, but unfortunately expurgated and therefore

not useful for scholars. In addition to the Greek scholia there

is a general commentary of moderate merit by Bothe, an index

by Caravella, edited at Oxford (1822), and a poor Lexicon by

Sanxay (Oxford, 181 1). The principal plays must be studied

in the separate editions I have noticed under each, and the

complete editions are chiefly valuable for embracing the pieces

which have not tempted special editors. There are German

translations by Voss, Droysen, Donner, and others
;
French by

Brumoy and by Poinsinet de Sivry {Achar?iians and Knis;hts) ;

and English, a good modern prose version, by Mitchell, in

addition to the splendid version of five plays by J. H. Frere,'

and the Wasps, Peace, and Lysistrata of J. B. Rogers. There

are good school editions of some of the plays in the Cambridge
Catena Classicormn. Julius Richter has even composed a Greek

comedy in our own day on the model of Aristophanes, in which

he handles contemporary questions. This learned and clever

piece is curious and worthy of perusal.

' Frere's version, like Mitchell's Sophocles, was at first privately pub-

lished and inaccessible ;
it is now to be found in his collected works. The

proper preface to it is his critique of Mitchell [}Vorks, ii. p. 178, sq.).
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CHAPTER XXII.

THE HISTORY OF COMEDY FROM ARISTOPHANES TO

MENANDER.

§ 281. There is no branch of Greek literature which seems

to have been more prolific than comedy ;
and yet, of the many

hundreds of pieces cited, there is not a single complete specimen

surviving. We saw above how Aristophanes, towards the close

of his life, produced works of a complexion approaching what

is called by the grammarians the Middle and New Comedy.

They have laid it down that the former sort of comedy was

produced from about the period of the Restoration to that of

the battle of Chseronea (390-38 B.C.). The period following is

called that of the New Comedy.
These grammarians, and the modern historians who follow

them, have sought to enumerate special points in which each

period of comedy was distinguished from the rest. But, as I

have already remarked (p. 433), they have drawn their lines of

distinction too sharply. They assert that the Middle Comedy
was rather a character-comedy than a personal and political

critique on passing events. Hence there appear in the very

titles the names of courtesans, of parasites, of philosophers, and

of literary men—the latter generally of past generations. We
find that parody of old mythology was frequent, and there are

many plays devoted to the birth of gods, such as Aioc yora/,

which ridiculed mimetic dithyrambs, and other scenic repre-

sentations of these events. In this parody of mythology, and
this ridicule of general types of character, we know that Epi-
charmus in Sicily, and Crates, Hermippus, and Cratinus in

the Old Comedy, had shown the way ;
and we have from

Hermippus the title of a play ('A0//»'cls- yuyai), which, from
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his known antagonism to Pericles and his friends, I take

to have been somehow connected with Pheidias' famous pedi-

ment on the Parthenon, representing the birth of the goddess.

So also in the constant ridicule of Plato and his school we

find Alexis and his fellows only following in the track of Ari-

stophanes' attack upon Socrates.

Nevertheless, it is their general tendency to draw general

pictures of life, and to abstain from the subjects of the moment,
which makes Aristotle include them under comedy, which is

general ;
while he appears to have classed the more violent and

personal Old Comedy under the head of personal satire (io^po-

iruiia). The days for political satire had indeed passed

away. We hear of no attempts after the Restoration to bridle

the license of personal libels on the stage, until the days when

adulation of great men replaced nobler feelings. But the

desire of economy made both the state and individuals unwil-

ling to submit to the expense of a chorus, and the poets in-

dicated the close of their acts by the mere word C/iorus and

a gap, which was afterwards filled up by a musical intermezzo.

Another leading feature in Middle Comedy was said to

be the fancy for discussing riddles (yp'Kpoi) on the stage, and

many such appear in the fragments. But, as Meineke notes,

here too Cratinus had showed the way in his Cleobulhm. I do

not suppose that any of their frequent literary criticisms on

poets
—Athenasus quotes a special work on the subject

—
equalled in force and pungency Aristophanes' Frogs. But in-

stead of ridiculing sophists and rhetoricians, we find that Pla-

tonists and Pythagoreans, the luxurious and the mendicant

philosophies, were their constant topics. There is, however, clear

evidence in the fragments that only the outside of these philo-

sophies, the dress and manners of the school, were criticised.

There was no attempt at any metaphysical argument, or any
serious discussion of moral tendencies. The same shallow

ethics, or want of ethics, is shown in their far severer and more

earnest satirising of courtesans. They never attack the real

vices of society, but warn against the folly of carrying them on

imprudently.

§ 282. Thus I have shown that in every leading feature
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ascribed to the Middle Comedy, we have parallels in the older

masters. What had they then peculiar to themselves ? Nothing

I fancy in subjects except the neglect of present politics, the

decay of moral earnestness, and the increased prominence of a

particular kind of street and market scenes—I mean those re-

lating to feasts and good cheer. There was also an increased

prominence of courtesan life. In fact, Antiphanes, the greatest

master of this comedy, is said to have told Alexander the Great,

who took no interest in such things, that he must have been

used to drinking with these people, and brawling about them,

to appreciate comedy. Verily a noble education !

If in subject there were only these negative or ignoble

peculiarities, there was an equal decay both in the power of

their diction, and the variety aud richness of their metres. ' Of

course this decay was gradual. The chorus with its expensive

training went out of fashion, and was gradually disused. The

aspiration of the poets was not to guide and ennoble their

public. Hence they studied clearness and simplicity without

any rigid adherence to purity of dialect or poetic choice of

words. Moreover, the enormous number of dramas they pro-

duced must have made careful composition impossible. Athe-

nseus asserts that he had read and copied from more than eight

hundred plays of the Middle Comedy, but though we hear of

fifty-seven poets, many of them only left a couple of plays. On
the contrary, the pieces of the acknowledged masters, Anti-

phanes and Alexis, were counted by hundreds. No doubt they

were not all intended for stage representation, but were a sort of

substitute for our modern novels and magazine articles, circu-

lated among the reading public of Athens. It is, however,

possible that the great increase of theatres throughout Greece

may have created a large demand for new pieces.

§ 283. It would lead us far beyond our limits to attempt

• It is observed that the shortening of vowels before )8\ and 7A, which is

never allowed in ArisLophanes, occurs in the Middle Comedy ; so also the

shortening of the accusative of nouns in ^ms. As to metres, they often

used dactylic hexameters ; once in Antiphanes an elegiac disticli occurs

(Meineke, iii. 82, frag, of the Milanioii). Glyconics were rare, but we often

find combinations of dactyls and trochees, at least one specimen of Eupo
lidean verse, and one lyric system (cf. Meineke, i. 300-2).
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any enumeration of these poets (thirty-nine of whom are still

known by name), nor have their remains much literary m-

terest. In no case are the fragments sufficient to reconstruct

the plots of their plays; and, most unfortunately, the great

majority of the extant quotations are those made by Athen-

aeus, with special reference to marketing, cooking, and the

pleasures of the table. This gives a tedious uniformity to the

laborious volume in which Meineke has collected their re-

mains,' an uniformity not agreeably relieved by notes of im-

pure diction from the Antiatticista. Here and there comes a

moral reflection from the collection of Stobaeus, and it is only
such passages which show us the neatness of point and smart-

ness of expression which made them so popular in their day.

In this respect they regarded Euripides as their great model.

His secret, which Aristotle notices, of saying things elegantly

in common words, was the perpetual riddle which all the comic

poets, down to Menander, tried to solve. But this last and

greatest of the Epigoni in Comedy was the only successful

stylist.

A few words on some of the most celebrated of these poets

will suffice for such readers as do not wish to make their frag-

ments a special study.
^

§ 284. First and probably greatest among them was Anti-

phanes, who is commonly regarded as the head of the Middle

Comedy. Of course the boundary line, as I have already

explained, is very vague, and a glance into Meineke's account

of the later poets of the Old Comedy, such as Plato, will show

how difficult it is to sever the Middle from the Old. In fact,

we are obliged generally to acquiesce in the decision of Suidas

on the subject. Antiphanes was probably the son of Stephanus,

and, according to the sensible Anon, scholiast on Comedy, born

at Athens, though Suidas records various other opinions. He
lived from 01. 93 to 01. 112, and died at the age of seventy-four

' FCG. vol. iii.
;
the general history in vol. i. pp. 271-435.

- To such Meineke's work affords all the materials
; the social side

of their plays has been illustrated in my Social Greece, in G. Guizot's

Alcitandre et la Comcdie grecqjic, and in Klein's History of the Drama, ii.

206, S(i.,
from which I have taken many suggestions.



CH. XXII. ANTIPHANES. 475

in Chios. His son Stephanus brought out some of his plays.

He began to write at the age of twenty, and is credited with the

enormous number of 260 comedies, of which about 230 titles

are still known. Though Meineke ' has collected a good many
examples of debased diction in his fragments, he was celebrated

as a clear and elegant writer. Among various criticisms on

tragic language, we have a good fragment from his Poetry on

the contrasts of tragedy and comedy, which I quote below. ^

The Proverbs (Uapoiidku) were cited by the Tsocratic opponents
of Aristotle as the comic counterpart of his collection of pro-
verbs. It may even have been a satire on the philosopher.

The titles of Antiphanes' plays are very various, including

many mythological names, many historical personages and

courtesans, as well as names of trades or professions, and of

provinces and cities. But probably owing to the ostentation

of Athengeus, who desired to quote as many various plays as

possible, we seldom have more than one fragment, and never

'
iii. 309.

-
Meineke, iii. 105 :

MuKiipdv iffTiv Ti rpaycfiSia

wolrifia Karh •Ka.vr\ eX ye irpSiTuv oi hdyoi

virb Twv dearSiv elaiv iyvcopifffievot,

trpXv Kai Tiv' eiiruf, (icxd' viro/xvrjffai fiSvov

Se? rhv iroiTir-fiv. OlSiwovp yap &v ye (pw,

Kal raWa ttoi't' Xaacriv •
o iraTjjp Actios,

^TjTrjp 'loKaarri, dvyarepes, iraiSes rives,

ri ireiaed' ovros, rl ir€Troir]Kev ;
fev irdXiv

eiir-q rts
^

hXKjxaioiva, Ka.\ ra iraiSia

KavT^ evdhs elpflXt '''''' M-o.v^^s aireicTouei'

r7]v fir]Tep', ayavaKTUv 8' "ASpatrroj evdews

t5^€i, TTciKiv t' &wei(n ....

eTreiO\ orav /x-qSev (ye) Sui/oivt' elire7v en,

K0fxi5rj 5' aireipriKioaiv iv ro7s Spd/xacrtv,

aipovcTiv, ILairep SaKTvXov, r^u tJiT)x<^vriv,

Koi TOis Oeco/xevoicnv airoxp'^VTUis exei.

'lifjuv 8e tkCt' ovk eariv, dAA' aTravra 8*1

evpeiv, ovSfiaTa Katvd, ra SioiK-qixeva

irp6repov, rh vvv Tcapovra, rriv KaTaffTpo<py]V,

rr]V ela,8o\riv
• hv iv ti tovtqjv irapaAiirr;,

\p4firis ris, f) ^eiSuiv tij, eKcrvpirrerai
 

nTjAei 5e TaCr' e^ecm Kal TevKpcc iroie'iv.



476 HISTORY OF GREEK LITERATURE. CH. xxir.

more than three, from any single piece, among the 900 Unas

which remain. Thus all possibility of judging his dramatic

power is precluded.

§ 285. Three sons of Aristophanes are mentioned, ^;'fl/-(?i-,

P/nlippiis, and Nicostraios, the first of whom contended in

01. loi with a play of his own, having already brought out his

father's Kokalos and ^olosikon in earlier years (circ. 01. 98).

About the parentage of the others, scholars seem doubtful
;
the

fragments of N icostratos, which are confused strangely with those

attributed to Philetserus, are the best. Passing by EpMppjis and

jEpigeiit's, we come to Eubulos, the author of 104 pieces, and

regarded as occupying a transition place between the Old and

Middle Comedy, about the earlier half of the fourth century

B.C. His subjects were chiefly satires of mythic fables and of

tragic poets. His diction is verj' pure, and his verses seem to

have been often plagiarised by other comic poets.

Anaxandrides of Camirus produced plays from 01. loi,

onward (Suidas' favourite epoch for these poets). He was re-

puted a man of rich and splendid life, as well as of a con-

temptuous and haughty temper, who destroyed his works when

they were not successful. He was the author of sixty-five

pieces. Aristotle frequently quotes him, and he is said to have

first introduced the TrapOevwv (jiOopaL, so common in New

Comedy. This invention is, however, also ascribed to Aristo-

phanes. Anaxandrides is also said to have composed dithy-

rambs.

§ 286. Alexis was bom at Thurii just before its destruction

by the Lucanians, circ. B.C. 390, and came probably with his

parents to Athens, where he was made a citizen. He was said

to have lived 106 years, and to have been productive up to his

death. In a fragment he mentions the marriage of Ptolemy Phi-

ladelphus (288 B.C.), and thus confirms this tradition. Though

writing in the style of the Middle Comedy, he lived far into

the period of the new, and is said to have been the uncle and

master of Menander. We have no clearer picture of his mind

and work than we have of Antiphanes, though fragments

amounting to 1,000 lines of his 245 plays remain. He is

called by some ihc inventor of the stage parasite, owing to the
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importance of this character in his plays; but the picture of one

has been above quoted from a fragment of Epicharmus, and

seems to have been again drawn in the Old Comedy of Eupolis.

The name may be due to Alexis, for Araros' play, in which it

occurred, may be posterior to Alexis' early works. Attacks on

the school of Plato are frequent in his fragments/ but we have

more remarkable passages on the hetaerse.'^

None of them are so clever as the fragments of Epi-
crates on Plato's school, and his picture of Lais in advanc-

ing years.' This poet was an Ambrakiot, and lived early in

'

Meineke, iii. 421.
- Cf. frag, ol iht Isostasion, Meineke, iii. 422; also pp. 382, 451, 455»

468.
% Ibid. p. 365

lh.s fxfv a\kas ecrrtv avKovffas ISelv

av\r]TpiSas naaa.s 'Air6?0<a>vos v6ixov,

Albs v6ixov
•

avrai 5e fjidvoy av\ovffiv 'lepaKos vSjjlov.

hvTT) St Aafs ap-fSs effri koI it6tis,

rb Ka0' rjfxfpav bpQcra irlvetv KaaOUiv

(i6vov
• Tretrovdevai Si ravrd jxoi 5uKe7

TOis a.eTo7s •
oiiroi ykp Stciv Sicriv veoi,

€(c Tuv bpSiv TrpdySor' iaOiovcn Kal \ayds

/jLereaip' avapird^ovTes inrh t5)s icrx^os
'

'6rav 5e y-qpaffKucriv ^Stj t({t6 . . .

€7rl rovs veins '((overt- ireivoiVTSs KaKws "

Kaneira tovt' elvai vo/xi^irai repas.

Kal Aats opdcZs yovv vo/xi^oir'' hu repas
'

avTTi yap otto't' ^v /xiv veorrhs Kal via,

virh tSiv (TTarripaiv -^v aTr7)ypi(jip.evT),

elSes S' &I' ouTf)$ ^apva.j3a(oy Outtov &v.

iirel Se 56\ixov ro7s enaiv ijSTj Tpexet,

Ttts apixovias re SiaxaXa tov ailiixaros,

j5e?v fiiv avTrjv paov eVri Kal Trrvaat  

i^^pX^'''''-''- '^ iravTaxia ^Stj -mo/jLdvr],

Sexerai Se Kal araTrjpa Kal Tpiu^oXov,

irpoj'ieTai 5e Kal y^povra Kal viov •

ovTw 5e TiQaaos yiyovev, S>(tt\ Sj <pi\rarai,

rapyvpiov ^k t^s x^'P^is ^Srj Kajx^dvu.

p. 370 : A. Tj UXdrwv
Kal S-n-euo-fTTTTos kpI MeviSij/xos,

vphs Tiffi vvvl SLaTpiffovcriv ;
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the period before us. It were tedious to repeat the same
remarks on Anaxilas, and Aristophon, and Cratimis junior, and

Affiphis : all these are but names. Perhaps Ti'moc/es, the

satirist of Demosthenes, deserves mention, as apparently the

r purest Attic writer, and the most pungent in style, of all the list.

* He is the only one of them whose scanty remains excite a

strong regret that time has not spared us more of his poetry.

iroia (ppovris, iraiios Se K6yos

difpevvuTat iraph rolciv
;

t6Z( jxoi irivvTus, it Ti KaTeiSais

ifjKeis, \e^oi; irphs yas
' • •

B. dw' oT5a Xiyeiv irep\ TcSrSe ffa(ples
'

Tlavadr]vaioiS yap IScov ayiKrjv

IxeipaKicov

^j fv yv/jLvaalois 'AKaSri/j.ias

^\ ^Kovira Xdycvv atpdraiv aroiraii'
'

irepl yap (pvaiws a.(popi^6/xfVOi

Stex'^P^Cov (cicav re fiiov

SsvSpcov T6 (pvcriv \axavoov t€ yevrj.

KiT^ iV TOvrOlS TT]V KO\OKllVTr\V

f^rira(ov tlvos ((Tti yivovs.

A. Kol ri nor'' &p^ wpiffaVTo Koi rivos yivovs

flvai rh (pvr6v ; SijAoxroj', u Karoiffdci ri.

B. Trpdriffra fifv ovv irdvrfs ayav5e7s

r6r' firfffrrjaav, koI Kv\pavres

Xpdvov ovK oXiyov Siecppdvri^ov.

KS,r' i^ai^vris in Kvirr6vr(>>v

Koi ^rjrovvroov rcov fxeipaKioiv

\6.xav6v ris ec^Tj erpoyyvKov tlvai,

iroiav S' &Wos, SevSpov 5' trepos.

ravra 5' aKOvoov larpds ris

Si/ceAas airh yus KairfTrapS' avruy

ais Xrfpovvrwv.

A. ij iron Seifis wpyiffOriffav

XXevd^eadai t' i^6ri(rav

, TO yap iv AsVxois rala^e roiavri

iroieiv airpiires.

B. ovS' f/xe\ria€v ro7s fxetpaKiois
'

6 nxdraiv 5t irapwv Kal fxdXa trpdctSf

oi/Siv opivBeis, fitira^ avrols

ndXiv . . .

a(j>opi^i(rdai rivos iffrl yefovs
'

oi 5f SlT^pOVV.
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His picture of Autocleides sitting like Orestes at the altar, sur-

rounded by notorious courtesans, because he had despised
their charms, suggests a brilliant and effective parody.'

As I said before, the enormous fertility of these poets

compared with the small number of their victories—even Anti-

phanes and Alexis each won only about fifteen times—makes

it probable that they intended their plays to be read, and ful-

filled the office of the critical press in our days. This very
condition would explain the slight permanent effect they pro-

duced in Greek literature. Like our newspapers, these plays
were only intended for momentary purposes, and in the next

generation their importance had passed away for all except
historians and antiquaries. This, too, would account for their

want of seriousness. They had retired from the agora of

politics : they had not yet unclosed the secrets of domestic life,

with which their successors charmed and impressed society.

So they wandered in the streets and markets without certain

aim, and drew from the outside mean and trivial phases of

human character.

§ 287. We pass to the Neiv Comedy, to which the gramma-
rians assign the period from the extinction of Greek liberty by

Philip to the rise of the Alexandrian school.'^ Indeed, the

latest poets of this epoch composed their plays at Alexandria,

as, for example, Machon, who is said to have instnicted the

grammarian Aristophanes in the history and nature of comedy.^

Sixty-four of these writers were known, and many hundred

plays, but we now possess only a volume of fragments,'* which

give us no better information than that afforded concerning the

Middle Comedy. From the considerable body of Menander's

fragments no vestige of a plot could be recovered, had not

later critics given us some slight sketches, and had not the

Roman comedians honestly told us how they had borrowed
from him both plot and language. But even here the unfortu-

'

Meineke, i. 432.
2 Circ. 340-270 B.C.

' This Machon was also the author of a collection of anecdotes in ele-

gant trimeter iambics, called xp^'^'j ai^d often cited by Athenseus.
^
Meineke, vol. iv.
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nate habit of filling up the incidents of the plot with scenes

from a second Greek original has obscured our best source.

As in the case of the Middle Comedy, I shall not attempt

an enumeration of the extant titles and fragments
—a dry and

fruitless task, and one in which the dull uniformity of moral

platitudes, commonplace complaints of human troubles, and

details of cookery, weary the modern student. But this uni-

formity is not altogether to be regarded as the vice of the

New Comedy, but rather as the consequence of our fragments

being either derived from Athenaeus, who searched all this

literature for the archjeology of cooks and cookery, or from

Stobseus', and other collections of moral sayings
—a most un-

fortunate and worthless kind of citation, which never repro-

duced the dramatic or really characteristic points of a play, but

selected those generalities which were suitable for random

quotation.

§ 288. The general features of the New Comedy as compared
with its forerunners, have been carefully described by many
critics. The collection of facts will be found in Meineke, who is

always instructive, even when his inferences are wrong. He

rightly, however, points out the mistake of believing that these

poets confined themselves to domestic life in their plots.

Athenjeus' quotations show that in Diphilus, for example, the

cook and parasite
—leading features in the Middle Comedy—

were still prominent figures. The philosophers of the day,

Epicurus, Zeno, and the rest, were still the constant butt of the

dramatists. Mythological parody, and ridicule of the tragic

poets, were not extinct; and, what is still stranger, and very

much overlooked, political attacks on living personages, not

excepting Alexander the Great, were freely and boldly made,

as can be shown from the extant fragments. Thus all the per-

manent features of the Old Comedy were inherited through

the Middle by the New
; indeed, I am not sure that the poli-

tical boldness of Philippides, who flourished about 01. 120, in

the days of Lysimachus, can be paralleled anywhere save in

the Old Comedy.

§ 289. Yet these things are forgotten on account of the in-

creased importance of a certain kind of play, which liad obtained
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little prominence in older days
—the drama of domestic life, in

which, as in the modern novel, love affairs were the almost

universal subject. The Attic family, as may well be imagined,
afforded little scope for variety of incidents, or for that large

psychological study which makes the modern novel so im-

portant a branch of literature. We are told that Aristophanes,
in one of his latest dramas, the Kokalos, had anticipated the

staple device of his successors—the mishap of a respectable

maiden, and her rehabilitation by marriage at the end of the

piece. As seduction was well-nigh impossible, owing to the

secluded habits of Greek maidens,' the poets had recourse to

violence done in consequence of intoxication, and thus they
made room for the recognition which would otherwise have been
absurd. But we may well ask whether this sort of violence

was at all more probable, and whether the basis of these plots
was not only an offensive, but an impossible occurrence in

ordinary Attic life. In the complications which follow we have
certain general types repeated without much variety, and repre-
sented by fixed marks. There were two kinds of old men, the

harsh, and the indulgent, father
; two kinds of sons, the scape-

grace and the sedate
; two kinds of women, the injured maiden,

who seldom appears, and the designing courtesan. The brag-

gart captain, the time-serving parasite, and the knowing slave,
who serves his young master or mistress, and outwits the
elders—these make up the remainder of the characters.^

This is the sort of play which is known to us as a New
Cottiedy, and which has made its impress on the world through
the imitation of the Romans. When we hear it repeated that

all these poets went back to Euripides as a model, and that he
was the real founder of this drama of intrigue, and thus of genteel

comedy—such a piece of criticism conveys to me no meaning.
' The seduction of a married woman is also unheard of in the New

Comedy, and this should be insisted on, as some German historians have
spoken of Verfiihrer as occurring (Nicolai, i. 235). Thus the Attic public
would not tolerate what the courtiers of Charles II. enjoyed and modern
Frenchmen witness without revulsion.

-
Apuleius mentions the Roman technical names : leno perjurus, amator

fervidus, sct-onlus callidus, arnica illudens, sodalis opitulator, miles prce-
liator (gloriosus), parasitus edax, meretrix procax.

VOL. I. I I
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The style of Euripides, in which Aristotle praises the peculiar

secret of saying things clearly and elegantly with the plainest

and commonest words, was certainly the model of the New

Comedy. Hence Diphilus said that he would willingly hang
himself if he could be certain of meeting Euripides. For to

poets with little variety of plot, excellence of style was of the

last importance, and made the difference of success or failure.

But, so far as I can see, Euripides was no more a model for

Menander than he was for Antiphanes or Alexis.^ In style he

was acknowledged a model not to them only, but to Aristo-

phanes, their master.

§ 290. I will notice a few of the more important names

among the sixty-four poets of this period, reserving Menander
for the last.

Philemon of Soli appeared as a writer about 01. 112, and

died at a very advanced age, in 01. 129, 3. Fragments of

fifty-six from his ninety plays are extant. He is not easily dis-

tmguishable from his son, the younger Philemon, to whom

lifty-four were attributed. His 'Y7ro/3o\i^a7og was said to be

directly suggested by, and to have criticised, Aristophanes'

Kokalos. The majority of Philemon's fragments, being pre-

served by Stobseus, are elegant, but not profound, reflections

on the 'changes and chances of this mortal life.' In his

Philosophus he ridiculed the Stoic sect,^ which was not at

all to the taste of the play-going Attic public. His plays

were used as models by Plautus.^ He was constantly pitted

' The importance of the prologue in comedy can hardly be ascribed to

his example, seeing that it was the natural resource for expounding the

opening situation, and as such had been used by .(Eschylus. Moreover, in the

absence of & parabasis, the poet could find no other means of communica-

ting directly with his audience, as we see in Terence. The long rhetorical

debates between plaintiff and defendant, which Euripides draws out upon
his stage, were not only strange, but positively distasteful to the later comic

poets.
^ Cf Meineke, iv. 29 :

(pi\ocro<piav Kaivr]v yap oZros cpi\o(ro<pe7,

Treivrjv SiSatrxei Kal /xadTjrhs Kaix^avei.

ils &pTos, v^fjov la-)(^a.s,
(TnTnelv vScup.

'
Particularly his &T](ravp6s for the Trinum/nus, and his'E/iTropox for the

Mercator.
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against his younger contemporary Menander, and often de-

feated him, so that there was much jealousy between them, as

sundry anecdotes testify. Diphilus of Sinope was a contempo-

rary of Menander, and younger than Philemon. His intimacy

with celebrated courtesans, and his frequent representation

of them on the stage, remind us of Antiphanes and Alexis.

As most of the extant fragments come from Athenseus, they

are full of cookery, and these, together with the occurrence of

some mythological titles, make his fragments appear quite

similar in character to those of the Middle Comedy. Though
the Antiatticista complains of sundry late words used by him,

his style is pure and bright. His KXijpovfievoi was the model of

Plautus' Casina, as we learn from the prologue. So also the

lost Commorientes of Plautus was copied from the like play of

Diphilus, and then by Terence in his Adelphi. The Riidens

of Plautus was likewise due to a play of Diphilus. Our longest

fragment (forty-one lines) is from the Painter, and describes a

cook telling what sort of banquets he prepares for his various

clients.

From Hipparchiis, Lynceus, and Archedicus we have similar

notes on cookery.

§ 291. More important was Apollodorus of Carystos (there

were other poets of the name), from whom we have a long frag-

ment on the philosophy of pleasure, which Epicurus was then

advocating at Athens.^ He is remarkable as having afforded

Terence the models of two plays, the Hecyra and PJwrmior

We may perhaps venture to offer a judgment on Apollodorus

from the evidence afforded by these two plays. The Phormio

is a very ingeniously constructed comedy with a double in-

trigue, which seems not due to any contaminatio by Terence.

It is full of interesting passages of great merit as stage

scenes, though we perceive no regard whatever towards morals,

and it is only the success or failure of knavery which deter-

' Cf. the similar long extract from the avvrporpoi of Damoxenus (seventy

lines) in Meineke, iv. 530, and another more dramatic scene between an

angry father and a slave in Baton's 2u;'e|a7raTtSy, Ihid. p. 5(;2.

- The Greek title of the latter was 'ETriSiKa^o/ic'i/rj, according toDonatus'

correction of Terence's Prologue. Cf. Meineke, i. p. 464.

I I 2
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mines approval or censure. The Hecyra, which found great

difficulty in obtaining a hearing, is very inferior in power,

the soupirant being a tearful and colourless youth, and his

slave confidant stupid and tiresome. The really curious fea-

ture in the play is the honest courtesan, who sets herself to

restore peace and harmony in the disturbed family, and recon-

cile her former lover with his new wife. This Bacchis is the

Dame aux Cam'elias of ancient comedy, without the tragic

points. She is appealed to by her lover's father to help him.

She thinks more of the young man's future than of her own

selfish ends. It marks, I think, a real novelty in the New, as

compared to the Middle, Comedy, that a harlot should be thus

glorified. For all through the Middle Comedy, and generally

in the New, they were brought upon the stage with a full

display of their moral ugliness.

Of Philippides' forty-four plays fifteen titles remain. There

is nothing to add to what I have observed concerning him

already, except that a psephism honouring his patriotism was

found in the theatre at Athens in the excavations of 1862.

Our principal interest in Fosidippus, who came immediately

after Menander, is the splendid sitting portrait statue of him,

now in the Vatican at Rome, which represents him as a care-

worn, thoughtful philosopher, not without traces of humour

between the lines.' Deviophilus is only known by the record

of Plautus, v/ho took his Wild Ass for a model in his Asinaria.

§ 292. I will now close this barren enumeration, merely re-

marking that, owing to the likeness of subject and treatment,

the same titles were as frequently used by different comic poets

as we formerly noted common titles used in tragedy. We
have Adelplii, Epidicazomeni, and Syiiephebi, and Philadelpht,

and Anargyri, and a host of other such names. The same rule

' There is an interesting protest against the tyranny of the Attic purists

in \i\%frag. incert. 2 :

'EXXas /ieV isTi fj-ia, irSXets 5e irXdoves

(TV /xey aTTiKi^eis, tivlk' ttv (paivy-jv \fyi)S

avrov tIv', ol S' "EWrjces eWTji/i^ofnv

ri TrpoffStaTpiffaiu crvWa^als Kal ypd/xfjLafftv

T^v ivTpaTTiXiav fis 07)5i'a;' S7€iS ;



CH. XXII. MENANDER. 485

applied to characters in the plays. It is one of the remarkable

negligences of the New Comedy, that it did not seek to fix a

peculiar and successful picture of character by giving it a fixed

name, and so handing it down, as it were, with its trade-mark

to posterity. The names of characters, Simo, Chremes, Pam-

p/iilus, Davi/s, Syriis, Sostrata. &c. were so indifferently applied,
that the Roman imitators changed them without any care. They
were like the ordinary names set to the figures in the social

comedies which Mr. Du Maurier draws in Punch. These litde

sketches have indeed a great deal in common with the New
Comedy. In both it is not the character, but the situation, not

the person who speaks, but the thing said, which is the matter of

i..iportance. Hence, though the ordinary characters of societ\^

constantly reappear, and so produce uniformity of colour, they
are not distinct individuals belonging to each class, and there-

fore not worth being noted by a special and exclusive name.^

§ 293. We may fitly close our chapter on Comedy with a

notice of Menander, the acknowledged master and representa-
tive of the period. He was an Athenian by birth, the child of

Hegesistrataand of Diopeithes, the general whom Demosthenes
defended in his speech On the Chersonese. In the very year of

this speech, 342 b.c, Menander was born. He was fortunate

in obtaining the friendship of Epicurus, and probably of Theo-

phrastus, in whose school psychological studies of charac-

ter were prosecuted with much care. Critics Avho accept the

extant Characters as Theophrastus' work, have compared its

appearance in the days of Menander with the like association

between the Caracteres of La Bruyere and the comedies of

Moliere. The philosophic intercourse of his friends alternated,
in Menander's case, with indulgence in all the pleasures of

sense. He was exceedingly luxurious and devoted to women,
so much so that his connection with Glycera is not less

renowned than his intimacy with Epicurus. It is indeed the

' This is the case even in Menander's famous play of the Superstitious
Man {Aei(riSaiiJ.wv). We happen to know that the leading character was
called Pheidias; nevertheless, in none of the references to this play, and to

its excellence as a psychological drawing, do we hear of ' the Pheidias of
Menander.

'
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weakest point in Epicurus' system, that during his life, and

while he was there to correct it, the lowest and most sensual

interpretation was given to his doctrine of Utility. He called

it Pleasure (]\lovi}\ and his contemporaries took him at his

word.

Menander brought out his first comedy the year of Demos-

thenes' and Hypereides' death (322 B.C.), and so a new genius

in poetry arose to survive the last great masters in prose. But

it was no new kind of poetry ;
it was only a perfection of the

already fashionable form. Doubtless the friend of Theophrastus

studied the tracts of Aristotle on poetry, and we know that Men-

ander's drama was the very kind of play which corresponded to

Aristotle's theory. The poet won his first prize in 321 B.C.

with the 'Opy^, and from that time brought out in rapid suc-

cession 108 plays. He enjoyed the favour, and suffered from

the suspicion, of the autocrats who then ruled Athens, but

doubtless found means to conciliate those in power, as he was

essentially a courtier, and fond of the splendour of high society.

He was drowned while bathing in the Peiraeus at the age of

fifty-two. The Athenians erected him a tomb near the ceno-

taph of Euripides, the older poet whom he most loved and

imitated.

Our information on the plots of Menander is scanty, but

sufficient for a general estimate. I am not aware that Plautus

ever distinctly mentions him as his model, and perhaps to the

older and ruder Roman master the plays of Philemon oftered

greater facilities for transference to a foreign stage.
^ On the

other hand, Terence, living in a more polished circle, was

evidently anxious to produce the acknowledged master of style,

INIenander, in Roman dress, but found the amount of incident

so insufficient, that he ordinarily worked up two plots, or scenes

from two plays of Menander, in each of his comedies. We
know this to be the case even in the Eunuchus^ and in the Self-

' The Stichns and Bacchides are, however, said to be derived from the

Philadelphi &r\([ Double Deceiver (51s c'lairaTciv) of Menander.
* Cf. the Prologue, v. 30, on his obligations to the K6\a^. We learn

from an old note on Persius, Sat. v. 161, sq., where a passage is adapted

from Menander's Eunuchu<, that Terence also changed all the names of

the characters.
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Tormentor (eavrof Tijjia)povfierog), which are professedly based

on the like-named plays of Menander. The grammarian ^lius

Donatus, however (in his notes on Terence), and Aulus GeUius '

have saved for us sketches (with extracts) of three arguments :

the Treasure, the Apparition,^ and the -kXokiov? The last

story was treated by other dramatists, and much resembles that

of the Hecyra.

These plots, such as we have them, offer so few distinctive

features, they are so homogeneous with the plots borrowed

from Philemon, Diphilus, and Apollodorus, that we may safely

assert Menander's superiority did not consist in ingenuity of

invention. The secret of his success was in his more elegant

handling of the materials and devices common to other poets.

He must have stood to them in the same sort of relation that

Terence did to other Roman dramatists. A critic tells us that

Philemon worked up his dialogue with such care as to be

superior for reading purposes, and that on the stage only could

Menander be fully appreciated. This remark does not agree

with the fact that Menander was in after days chosen for the

reading lessons of growing boys and girls. But there is so

much of a calm gentlemanly morality about his fragments ;

he is so excellent a teacher of the ordinary world-wisdom—
resignation, good temper, moderation, friendliness—that we can

well understand this popularity. He reflected, if not the best,

at least the most polite and refined life of the age ; and he

reflected it so accurately as to draw from an admirer the

exclamation,
' O life, O Menander, which of you has imitated

the other ?
'

We have no means of judging more closely the poet's

economy. We know that he reproduced the prologue of

Euripides so accurately, that he even used the various per-

sonages
—from protagonists to allegorical figures

—to which the

' Noct. Att. ii. 23.
^ The <t>d<rfna ot Menander had been produced at Rome by Luscius

Lavinius, to which Terence alhides in the prologue of his Euniichus. In

a note Donatus gives a brief sketch of tlae story.
' Wliether a proper name, or the necklace by wliich the maiden

Pamphila is recognised, remains uncertain.
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tragic prologues had been entrusted. The very numerous frag-
ments which are still incompletely collected, even by Meineke,
are partly from Stobasus and Athenseus, partly from scholiasts

or other Greek authors, partly from the notes of Donatus on
Terence. Thus the notes on the prologue of the Latin Andria
tell us of the openings of that play and the Perinthia, from which
Terence patched together his comedy, and in some dozen other

passages Donatus gives the Greek original for a Latin phrase.
The Tfwpyoc, the ^acrna, the 0>/(Tai;poc, the MtTOu/iej'oc, the rif-

piKeipa^jii'r], the Mmoyvrijc are all noted as celebrated plays. So
was the Superstitious Man (^EKxtSatjUwr), from which Plutarch is

supposed to have borrowed in his tract of the subject.' To
this the Priestess afforded the female parallel. Perhaps the

most brilliant was the Thais, in which the manners and cha-

racter of that personage were painted with thorough experience
as well as genius. The opening words of the prologue are

preserved.
2 There is a good specimen of his gentle pessimism

in the Thesphorume^ia? I quote below a few more fragments."

'

Meineke, iv. p. loo.

*
'Ejuol yuer olv ^€i5e roiauTTji', 6ea,

6pa(Tf7av, iipalav re Kal TnQavrjv a/ia,

aSiKovaau, cmoKXelovffav, alrovarav irvKvd,

oiiSevhs ipuffav, irpoffiroiovfieiiriv S' aei.

* Mein. p. 134.
* /did. vol. iv. p. 149 :

nt/XTtv fyd) rovs vXoxkt'iovs, Si ^avia,

ois fj.7! TO 5avei(^eff6ct irpdaecmv, ov irreueip

ras vvKTas, ouSg ffTpecpofj.fi/ovs avai KaTco

otpuoi \4yeiv, rjSvv Se Kal Trpa,6v Tiva

vTTVov KaOevSetv, aWa Toif tttccx^" riva.

vwl Si Kal robs jxaKapiovs KaXov/xeyovs

vfj.as 6pS> irovovvTas rj/xTv ifxcpepri.

ap' eVrl avyyeves tj Xvirri Kal Plos ;

rpv(fnp((i ^icf ffvvecTTiv, ifSS^co ^icp

irapeffTLv, a-rripcfi (TvyKaTayqpaffKH 0icf>.

3id. p. 211 :

TovTov evTvxfcTTaroi/ \4ya),

Sffris Ofwp^cras aKvircas, Tlapfiivwv,

TO (T€fiva toi't' a.irri\0eu, oOfv ^Adev, Ta^lJ,
rhv '^\iov rhv kolv6v, &aTp\ vSaip, vecpr],

Ttvp
• ravTc. KiLv iKarhv trr] fiicfs ael
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Attacks on marriage, assertions of the supremacy of For-

tune, advices on good manners—these, expressed with the great-

est neatness and clearness, and in the new Attic dialect of

the better classes of his day, made Menander the delight of

succeeding generations. The purists indeed attacked him for

deviations from the strict laws of Attic speech ;
but more

sympathetic critics extolled his style as far superior even to

that of Demosthenes. The contrast to the latter was indeed

remarkable, and brings out one leading feature in the diction

of the New Comedy—its utter avoidance of rhetoric. To ears

wearied with the periods of Isocrates, Demosthenes, and all the

herd of their inferior followers, the ease and natural grace of

Menander must have been truly fascinating. Even Aristotle's

uncouthness must have been a pleasant relief.

§ 294. Accordingly Menander was widely studied. Aristo-

phanes of Byzantium commented specially upon him, echoed by

Didymus. The rhetor Alciphron, in the second century a.d.,

composed an elegant correspondence between the poet and his

mistress Glycera, in which he utilised the plays. Plutarch drew

out a comparison of Aristophanes and Menander, in which he

depreciates the wild exuberance of the older poet and extols the

elegance, the terseness, and the literary finish of his later rival.

Moral gnomes, expressed in single verses, are still extant in

collections amounting to 750 lines, many of them no doubt

spurious. These, and the first score of the fragments of uncer-

tain plays (in Meineke's collection), are the most characteristic

of Menander's philosophy.

We are told that his plays were known in Byzantine days,

oij/e« irapovra, ukv eviavrohs (XcpdSp' dyiyovs,

(Tefxv6Tepa T0VT03V erepa 5' ovk o^ei iroTe.

TlauriyvpLV v6ixi(t6v rtv' elyai rhv xpovov,

ov
(pT]fJ.i,

TOVTOV ^ ViSrjjitiav, eV (f

ox^os, ayopd, KAiTrrai, Kv^eTai, SLaTptl3ai
•

tiv TrpcoToy diri'ps KaraXvffeis, /SeATiova

i^oSt ex<^v aTrrjXOes ix^p^s ovSevi •

b TTpoaZiarpL^uiv 5' iKoiriafffv awoAecras,

KaKcos re yqpSiv ivBerjs tov yiyverai,

pffi^Sfj^evos ix^P'^^^ *5p'> ^T^^^ouK^xjdri irodiVf •..•

OVK tv6a.v6.rws aTrrj/iOev i\ddiv els xpovov.
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and they were certainly used by Eustathius when composing
his commentary on Homer (circ. ir6o a.d.). Leone Allacci

even speaks of twenty-four comedies being extant at Constan-

tinople in the seventeenth century. And this is not incon-

sistent with the account of Demetrios Chalkondylas, who says
that the MSS. of Menander and Philemon, together with the

erotic poems of the old lyric poets, were destroyed by Byzantine

emperors at the instigation of zealot monks, who desired to

replace them with the eftusions of Gregory Nazianzen. A stray

copy might easily survive such a persecution. But as yet all

search for the plays of Menander in Greek convents has been

unavailing.
'

I confess to greater regret for the splendid old lyrists,

Alcseus, Sappho, Mimnermus, than for this later model of

exquisite style. His plays would have been excellent for school

reading ; they would have inspired endless imitations among
the moderns

; they would have shown us what was the best and

purest literature which the Attic decadence was able to pro-

duce. But no modern critic would have ventured to endorse

the judgment of Plutarch, and rank him anywhere on a pr.r

with, not to say above, Aristophanes. Both poets were pnmi
inter pares, standing out among contemporaries not recognised
as inferior till the verdict of posterity was added to the doubt-

ful judgment of their own age. But the men of Aristophanes'

day were indeed giants ; those of Menander's only showed

' A fragment copied years ago by Tischendorf from a very old MS. in

the East, has been lately published by Cobet in the Mnemosyne, and is dis-

cussed in the eleventh volume of Hermes by Gomperz, and by Wilamowitz-

Mollendorf. It turns out to be an additional scrap of the Aeio-iSa^/uoij',

and Wilamowitz endeavours to patch it up with the remaining fragments

into a scene. But this combination is doubtful, and we still have no rem-

nant of Menander's dramatic art, though we know so much about his

style and about his philosophy.

The fragment of Euripides alluded to above (p. 380) has since been

published by H. Weil for the Societi pour rencouragement des hudes

greeqnes, and is an interesting speech of forty-four lines, possibly from the

Temenidie. There are lesser fragments in /Eschylean style on the same

papyrus.' Blass also prints (AViein. Al/ts. xxxv. p. 291) a new fragment of

forty-live lin^js from the Mclanlppe \j\ Sea-nairts).
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how strong and thorough was the culture which in art and

literature outlived the decadence of the nation.

§ 294. With Menander closes the classical age of poetry in

Greece. Shortly after his death, the national centre of gravity, as

regards learning, shifted to Alexandria, and there the latest poets

of the New Comedy brought out their plays. Nor do we hear

of any regrets at the transference. The poetry of the Alex-

andrian age was not without flashes of genius, but on the

whole it has not maintained the standard of Attic culture.

Whenever a particular poet, such as Apollonius or Theocritus,

seemed worthy to be ranked among the mightier dead, I have

exceeded ray plan, and have spoken of him briefly in con-

nection with the corresponding form of classical poetry. The
criticism of Alexandrian grammarians has constantly occupied
us in connection with Homer and the other poets whom they
emended and expounded. But to write a history of Alexan-

drian literature is a task of a different kind from that which I

have undertaken, and I therefore remand it to some future

day, or to some abler hand than mine. The social life of the

Greeks under Alexander and the Diadochi yet remains to be

written, and for that purpose the voluminous remains of the

epoch afford the most interesting materials
\
but this too is a

huge subject which deters the serious student by its vastness

and its intricacy.

But in a companion volume I have traced the history of

Greek prose literature within the same classical limits.





APPENDIX A/

ON THE LANGUAGE OF THE GREEK EPIC POETS, AND MORE

ESPECIALLY OF THE ILIAD AND ODYSSEY.

In determining the age and character of the Iliad and Odyssey,

the most certain and important evidence to which we can

appeal is the language of the poems. Here there can be no

room for the individual taste or fancy of the critic
;
the conjec-

tures and probabiUties of the '

higher criticism,' as the Germans

call it, have to make way for solid facts. If we know the age

and locality of a particular word or grammatical form, we know

also the limit of time to be assigned to the passage in which it

' Mr. D. B. Monro has criticised certain statements and conclusions of

this Appendix, in \\\& Journal of Philology, x. i8 (1881). My reply will be

found in the same periodical, x. 19, pp. 110-120(1881). Since then, in

a very able article in Bezzenberger's Beitrdge, vii. 2 (1882), August Fick

has pursued the same line of argument as myself, and with the help of the

.(Eolisms embedded in our present Homeric text, endeavoured to restore

the iEolic original of the first 427 lines of the Iliad. His facts are mainly

derived from Harder's Dissertation,
' De alpha vocali apud Homerum

producta' (1876), and more especially the admirable treatise of Hinrichs,

'De homericae elocutionis vestigiis ^olicis' (1875), to which I take this

opportunity of recording my own obligations. Fick, writing as a com-

parative philologist, aptly calls the Homeric dialect ' a marvellous hodge-

podge,' and holds that the digamma had been lost in Ionic before 700 B.C.,

when he supposes the old ^olic poems to have been handed on to the

rhapsodists of Ionia. Much of what other scholars regard as Old Ionic, he

would term ^olic. Like myself, he endorses Merzdorf's summing-up of

an elaborate examination of the Ionic dialect (Curtias' Studien zur g. unci

L Grarnm. 1876, p. 214), to the effect that the Ionic of Homer and the

Ionic of Herodotos are in the same stage of development.

As I find that what I have said about Middle Ionic has been misunder-
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occurs, as well as the geographical horizon of the author. A
form like taw)'/ instead of the older afiKU)v, could not have

come into existence until all recollection of the digamma had

disappeared, while the yEolisms, which, as we shall see, occur

here and there in Homer, point to an early connection of epic

poetry with the ^olic towns of Asia Minor.

stood, it is as well to explain here that the philological periods through
which a dialect passes are of course not the same as chronological periods,

all intermediate forms not being necessarily contemporaneous, any more

than the use of stone or bronze tools in all parts of the world. In one im-

portant point, it will be seen from my reply to Mr. Monro, I have changed my
opinion since this Appendix was written, as I now feel convinced that Prof.

Paley is right in considering our present Homeric text not older than the

age of Perikles. This, however, only supplements, and in no way corrects,

the conclusions already arrived at in the Appendix, which is accordingly
left unchanged. I also now feel doubtful whether the lengthening of a

short vowel before ^4yas is due to false analogy ; at all events, as I have

pointed out in the Journal of Hellenic Studies, i. I, p. 258(1880), the

initial of the word is aspirated in Pamphylian, being written /iH, and may
have been so in Cyprian, a dialect of which traces can be detected in

Homer. I have only to add that the Appendix offers nothing more than a

summary of linguistic criticism on the text of Homer. Most of the facts

adduced have already been published by former scholars.

I have to thank Mr. George MacMillan for verifying and correcting the

references.

Additional note.—I have suggested another explanation of d(j')5/>0T^Ta

than that given above, in the yournal of Hellenic Struiies, i. p. 258 (18S0).

As oTTov is found in the New Ionic inscription of Halikamassos published

by Newton (Essays on Art a7id Archeology, pp. 427, &c.), which seems to

belong to the age of Herodotus, it is possible that the Homeric otvus, &c.

should be ascribed to one of the New Ionic dialects. But in this case the

form (derived from the old Epic (iirirws) would be a very late one. In the

American yournal of Philology, Mr. Packard has impugned some of the

statements made in the text. His corrections, however, are usually wrong,

e.g., Si/ K€u occurs only once in the Iliad, not twice ; a.pi6fi6s and eux^? are

not found in the Iliad ; for the purposes of the argument it does not matter

whether (pv\aKos is a common noun or a fictitious proper name
;

I have

naturally not said that 6vu and tioi do not occur in Homer, as my argument
is that old and new are mixed together in the Epic dialect ;

' Attic poets
'

are not necessarily the tragic poets ; Sappho's dialect is certainly an

'artificial
'

one.

» //. £ 366 ; Od. 7 484.
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Thanks to Comparative Philology and the discovery and

accurate study of numerous inscriptions during the last quarter

of a century, the history of the Greek language and its dialects

is now fairly well known. "We can tell with certainty what

sounds and grammatical forms are later than others, what are

the dialects to which each must be referred, what words must

be regarded, not as the creations of a living speech, but as the

artificial products of a learned language. Thus a word like

£7rid\^£j/oc,^ which preserves a lingering trace of the original

sibilant we find in the cognate Latin salio^ is plainly of older

date than the contracted E-rraXfieyoc,^ in which all such trace

has vanished. Thus, again, the form ivioaiyawQ, which is

found twenty-one times in the Iliad and fifteen times in the

Odyssey, and in which the initial digamma of its second com-

ponent element (Greek fojdiw, Sanskrit vdd/i) has been assimi-

lated to the preceding nasal, belongs to the ^olic dialect ;

while the form elvoa'KpvWoq, which is found twice in the Iliad ^

and once in the Odyssey,* declares itself to be Ionic by its

initial diphthong. And thus, finally, a form like tdaaTo,^ from

tJ/xi,
the Latin ire, has evidently been coined for merely

metrical reasons after the analogy of words like 'iu-rrov and

hicraro (from vt'd, 'to wit'}, where the hiatus really represents a

lost digamma.
A close examination of the language of Homer shows that

it is a mosaic in which words belonging to difterent ages and

three different dialects—^olic, Ionic, and Attic—are mixed

together in such a way as to prove it to be an artificial dialect,

never really spoken by the people, but slowly elaborated by
successive generations of poets for the needs of epic composi-
tion. In its present form it cannot be earlier than the seventh

century before the Christian era—the age, in fact, to which

Euphorion and Theopompus assigned Homer. Let us review

as shortly as we can the evidence on which these assertions are

based.

In the first place, then, the staple of the Homeric dialect is

'
//. H 15 ; Od. w 320.

-
II. H 260, A 421, M 404 ; Od. % 220.

» 11. B 632, 757.
« Od. ( 22.

* //. O415, 544; Od.x^^.
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Ionic, but Ionic of three different periods, which may be con-

veniently termed Old Ionic, Middle Ionic, and New Ionic. By
New Ionic is meant the language of Ionia as it existed in the

time of Herodotus, and of the greater part of the Ionic inscrip-
tions we possess ;

and it may be considered to date back as far

as the beginning of the sixth century B.C., to which two or three

inscriptions belong. For both Old and Middle Ionic we have

only the Homeric poems themselves, the older grammatical
forms of which can be determined by a comparison with Sans-

krit, Latin, and the other allied languages. The New Ionic

genitive singular in -ou, for example, presupposes an older uncon-

tracted genitive in -oo^ and this again must be connected with the

Sanskrit -asya, which, after the usual Greek change of y into a

vowel and loss of the sibilant, would have taken the form of

-010. Now in Homer, besides the New Ionic genitive in -ov, we
also find the older form in -oto, as well as in a few instances the

intermediate form in -oo. Examples of the latter will be seen

in such phrases as 'lA'oo 7rpo7rnpot0£>','
^

hi6\oo kXvtu,^ and oo

Kparog,^ where the ignorance of copyists has introduced into

the text the impossible forms 'IXlov and oov, and by reading
'AioXou has ruined the metre of the passage in the tenth book
of the Odyssey.'* The discovery of these Middle Ionic geni-

tives and the consequent restoration of Homeric grammar and
metre are due to Comparative Philology.

It would be both tedious and useless to multiply instances

of this juxtaposition in Homer of forms which belong to different

stages in the growth of the Ionic dialect. Thus we have the

older genitive plural w^^uwi-, where the sibilant, which appears
as r in the Latin nympharum for nymphasum, has been dropped
between the two vowels in accordance with Greek custom, and

by the side of
vviJ.(j)diov we have also the later vvyu^cwv with a

shortened vowel, and the still later contracted wfi^wv.^ Thus,

•
//. O 66. « Od. K 6o. » Od. a 70.

* See also //. B 518, r 340, I 137, 279, A 130, 715 ; Od. o 334, ^313,
396, ^ 124, 149. Ahrens was the first to discover this form (Rhein.Mus. ii.

161).
^ The old genitive in -awv, like most archaic forms in Homer, always

occupies a fixed place (except in //. 2 364 and fl 615, and in the case
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too, along with the Old Ionic vi}oc, where the initial vowel

represents the long vowel and digamma of the Sanskrit ndv-as

and Latin ndv-is, we meet the shortened New Ionic vfoc ;
and

the datives i}0(>tL and y//pai
' stand by the side of the abbrevi-

ated »/pw and yi'ipa.^ Wlien we find the late contracted rjXioc;^

with the erroneous Attic aspiration, we may feel sure that we
are dealing with a passage of much more modern date than

the phrases and formulae which contain the older I'liXioe (for

7)cr£\L0Q, the Old Latin Aurelius or Auselios, from the root itsh,
'
to burn

'). So, too, the short quantity of the first syllable of

6«w, \vw, 0UW, and r^'w (for Qviu), Xvloj, cjivlu), and Tlyw^ reminds

us that Homer is in all these cases adopting the usage of the

New Ionic dialect, and is thus less primitive than the Attic

poets who preserve the original length of the syllable in ques-
tion.* Still more instructive is the varying employment of

certain words, sometimes with a double s, sometimes with a

single one, the choice of the form being frequently determined

by metrical reasons alone. Comparative Philology teaches

us that in almost every instance the form with double s was

the original one, the form with single s being the result of

that phonetic decay which made Old Ionic pass successively
into Middle and New Ionic. A large number of stems both

of nouns and verbs ended in a sibilant, which was naturally
doubled when a sufiix which began with another sibilant was
attached to them. From the stem /leXec, for example, we

of the pronoun rdwv). This place is either (i) the end of the line, or

(2) the thesis of the first or second foot (in the //. only in disyllabic stems,

contraiy to the use of the Odyssey, see Od. a 334, y 307, v 126, w 416,

0-210, (p 65), or (3) the fourth foot (in the arsis when preceded by a short

syllable, in the thesis when preceded by along one).
'

//. r 150, E 153, K 79, 2 434 ; Od. & 16, o 357.
2

//. H 453 ; Od. e 483, A 136, 4> 283. Similarly we find
tptf, [Od.

<T 212), yi\(p {Od. a 100), %<p {//. P 385, 745).
' Od. e 271.
*
However, we find Hrlros in //. H 484, though ^.tWos occurs in the

preceding book (N 414). Similarly we meet with irpiv sometimes with the
vowel long (as in 77. B 348, E 288, Z 81, H 390, 474), sometimes with
the vowel short (as in //. B 344, 354, 413, r 132, A 114, E 127, 472,
Z 125, I 403). ,

VOL. I. KK



498 APPENDIX A

ought to get fiiXeff-ai by adding the suffix of the dative plural,

and from the stem reXea the verbal forms reXtV-o-w and
ireXea-cra by adding the suffixes of the sigmatic future and

aorist. In the same way from a stem like iroo we should

have the dative plural Tr6h-(n, and then by assimilation ttoViti.

The shortened forms could have come only gradually into

use in the actual language of the lonians, and their existence

in the epic dialect side by side with the fuller and older forms

reveals unmistakeably its real nature. We may gain some idea

of the relative antiquity of the Iliad and Odyssey from the fact

that whereas there are fifty-eight aorists with double ^ as

against forty-two with single s in the first poem, the proportion
in the second poem is fifty-four to fifty-three.

The use of the digamma, however, affords the clearest

illustration of the mode in which the Homeric dialect was

formed. This letter, which corresponded in sound to our w,
tended to disappear at an early date in the Ionic dialect, much
as 7C' tends to disappear in certain English dialects, which say
'oo/ziau for woman, or as it has universally disappeared in the

pronunciation of proper names like Woolwich and Harwich.

The other Greek dialects retained it up to a considerably later

date, though it was eventually lost in all of them. The Eleian

inscriptions found at Olympia show that the digamma was there

in common use, official documents from Boeotia write it in cer-

tain words up to the third century B.C., and the ^olic dialect of

Cyprus, as revealed to us by the decipherment of the so-called

Cypriote syllabary, preserved it in everyday speech at least as

late ais the fourth century before the Christian era.

We may approximately refer the disappearance ot the

digamma in Ionia to the beginning of the seventh century
B.C. No example of it happens to occur in the inscriptions

scratched by the Ionic mercenaries of the Egyptian king
Psammetichus on the colossi at Abu-Simbel, b.c. 620 (or, as

is perhaps more probable, B.C. 590)
—

inscriptions which show
how widely spread a knowledge of writing must have been at

the time in Ionia. A short inscription, however, assigned to

about B.C. 500, has been discovered in Naxos, on which we
read the word AFYTO {=avTov), though unfortunately the
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genuineness of this inscription is disputed. But no doubt

hangs over certain Chalcidian inscriptions of Magna Grsecia,

which contain examples of the digamma ;
and since the Chalci-

dian colonies were sent out about 700-660 B.C., the digamma
could not have been lost in the Ionic dialect until a subsequent

period. Accordingly the Old Ionic of Homer in which the

digamma is preserved must have been still spoken in Eubcea

at the beginning of the seventh century b.c.

But besides digammated words we find in Homer a number

of undigammated ones. These fall into two classes. The first

class consists of words like ovparoe, oyoc., uji'og, which we know

from the cognate languages once possessed a digamma, but

which show no trace of it in Homer, that is, which have lost

the sound in question in the earliest form of Old Ionic with

which we are acquainted. The second class contains words

which appear in the poems sometimes v/ith, sometimes without,

a digamma, the pronunciation bieng frequently determined by

metrical reasons alone. Of such words there are at least thirty-

five. Examples of them are given in the foot-note.'

' Ol/cos always with digamma except in //. n 572 ;
Od. fx 135, v 42,

I 223, 318, 21, IT 70, 303, 0- 419, CO 208
;
oivos always with digamma

except in //. B 641, E 706, 813, I 224, K 497, 2 545 ; Od. 7 40, 46, 51,

f 77, A 61, 334, 507, T 122, V 260, <p 142 ;
oT5a always with digamma

except in //. 2 185, and Od. p 573 ; 6^ always with digamma except in

//. A 137, * 98 ; Od. 6 61 ; 'OSvcrafvs without digamma except in //.

A 140 ;
Od. a 21, u 126, | 152, p 157, v 239, <j> 197, 204, 244,X45'«^»328 ;

ota-eiv without digamma (77. A 89, B 229, E 257, 04OO, K 337, N 820, E 308,

X 425, Y 663, 858 ;
Od. 7 429, TT 438, T 24, u 154, X lOl) except in //.

"V 441 ; ovpos without digamma (//. A 479, H 19 ; Od. 7 176, 5 360, 585,

6 167, 176, \ 640, fj. 167) except in Od. 5 520 ; otxo/Ji'ai without digamma

except in Od. ir 142 ;
'6w\oy without digamma except in Od. fi 430, <p 390;

olaivos without digamma except in //. Z 76. So, again, ^Ipos has digamma
in Od. (T 73, 75, 333, 334, 393. but wants it in ff 233 ;

and ^x^, which

has the digamma in foui" passages of Hesiod (Scui. 279, 348, 438 ; (9//.

582), wants it in Homer. Oj/eVrjs in //. B 765 preserves the initial di-

gamma of eros (Sanskrit vatsas), which is elsewhere lost, as in the com-

pound eVsTTjo-ios of Od. 7} 1 1 3. Cauer has drawn up the following table

of the cases in which the pronoun of the third person, which was the last

to retain traces of its consonantal beginning, (i) must be pronounced with

digamma, (2) may or may not be so pronounced, (3) cannot be so pro-

nounced :
—

K K 2
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From these examples it is clear that three conclusions must

be drawn : (i) Portions of the Homeric poems consisting of

certain phrases and formulae belong to the Old Ionic dialect in

which the sound of the digamma was still heard. (2) Other

portions belong to a later stage of the dialect, when the di-

gamma had ceased to be pronounced, and even such traces of

it as a hiatus or a lengthened vowel had passed away. (3) A
time arrived when the existence of the digamma had so far

faded from the memory of the rhapsodists that they came to

regard the hiatus representing the lost digamma in certain tra-

ditional verses and expressions as due to
'
metrical necessity,'

and consequently to be admitted or excluded according to the

requirements of the verse.

The last conclusion is confirmed by the occurrence of the

hiatus in the case of words in which no consonant had ever been

lost. Thus, as has already been noticed, we find klaaro from
eJi.ti,

the Latin I're, a form which owes its origin to the mistaken

analogy of words like hnrov (for fHfEirov, root feit). Another

instance will be veoapEi'ig in II. $ 346, where the second part

of the compound represents the Sanskrit ardras,
'

wet,' unless

we adopt the variant reading rtoaXe'. In fact, the use of the

digamma shows that a large part of the Iliad and Odyssey is

composed in quite as artificial a language as the epics of

ApoUonius Rhodius or Quintus Smyrngeus. The digamma is

frequently observed in appearance only, a hiatus being allowed

by the poets, not because they remembered that it took the

place of an original consonant, but because they found what

seemed to them a hiatus in the poetical
'

tags
' and fonnuke

which had been handed down to them. In this way alone can

we explain the disproportionate preponderance of the hiatus

in a few words like o'c, 01, and oUa—the very words which also

show a hiatus in other epic and elegiac poetry
—or the fact
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pointed out by Hoffmann, that although in the Iliad a short

final syllable remains short before ol, the latter word never

causes the elision of a preceding vowel or the shortening of a

preceding long syllable.
'

If we enquire into the use of the digamma in Hesiod, the

Homeric Hymns, the fragments of the Cyclic poets, and in

Empedocles, Tyrtaeus, and the Elegiac and Iambic writers

generally, we shall' find some reason for the old Greek tra-

dition which assigned all epic heroic literature, along with

the Hymns, the 3fargifes, and the Batracliotnyomachia, to the

author of the Iliad and Odyssey. In the earliest of these

productions remains of the Old Ionic dialect are embedded

much as in the Homeric poems, while in the rest the hia-

tus that distinguishes originally digammated words is due to

the mere repetition or imitation of ancient epic formulae. Thus

in the Theogony the proportion of cases in which the digamma
is observed to those in which it is not is as 3 or 4 to i, a larger

proportion than that presented by the Odyssey ;
in the Works

ajid Days the proportion is as 3 to i, as also in the Hymn to

Aphrodite ;
whereas in the Hymn to Demeter the proportion is

exactly equal, in the Hymn to Hermes as i to i^, and in the

cyclic fragments (excluding the Kypria) and the Batrachomyo-
machia as i to 6. On the other hand, the proportion in Em-

pedocles is as I to 3, though how little Empedocles was

acquainted with the true origin of the epic hiatus is shown by
his incorrect introduction of it in such analogic coinages as

iil^fvai (root ad) and aaatztToc. The Elegiac and Iambic

poets preserve the digamma, or rather the hiatus which had

taken its place, in a good number of the words in which it

occurs in Homer, and Theognis has it even in "lov, 'a violet,'

and tC(oc, where it has been lost in the language of our Iliad

and Odyssey (except e 72, 3 314). In his use of these two

words, however, Theognis was probably imitating some portion

of the old epic literature.

But the digamma is not the only lost letter of which traces

survive here and there in Homer. Another sound which dis-

appeared at a yet earlier time than the digamma was the yod
' Hoffmann, Qucestioms Homericce, p. 56.
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ox y. The conservative dialect of Cyprus was the only one in

Greece which preserved i\\Q. yod into the days of \\Titing ;
here

it regularly occurs along with the digamma in inscriptions

written in the characters of the Cypriote syllabary as late as the

fourth century B.C. It is commonly supposed that o'c, (h-, and
i')TL primitively began with this letter, and answered to the

Sanscrit yas and yavat; in this case the yod would have to be

restored to these words in such phrases as Qthc wc, where the

lengthening of the final syllable of the first word implies an

initial consonant in the second.^ The Locrian inscriptions of

the fifth century B.C., however, write /ort with digamma and

not yod; and it is therefore better to connect oc and its deriva-

tives with the Latin qui, quis, and Sanskrit chit, and to regard
its lost letter as a digamma, K more certain instance of the

presence of the yod is 'leadcu {from the root yd), which has a

consonantal beginning in twenty-two passages.

A tendency to drop a sigf;ia seems to have set in at an even

earlier period than a tendency to drop the yod. ^Vords like

IcpMQ (English sweat), which originally began with two conso-

nants {sw), must have lost the first at quite a remote date
;

indeed, in this particular word and its derivatives even the

digamma is only once preserved (in II. A 27). Sometimes,

however, the digamma became 0, as has happened in the case

of the reflexive pronoun a^e, though even this change did not

always preserve the sibilant.^ When the second consonant

was X, ^, or v, the initial sibilant was generally retained in

-i^olic (as (TfxiKpoc) and probably also in the Old Ionic of Homer,
or else was assimilated to the sound that followed. Thus we
have d-XXrji^Tog for d-cr\7]KToc (our suick), or (piXo-fifjuilr^Q for

(piXo-eriJieL^rji- from the root swi, 'to smi/c' Wherever such

compounds occur in the poems, or wherever the lengthening
of a short syllable indicates the preservation of the sibilant at

the commencement of the following word, we may be sure that

we are in the presence of an old formation. It is quite other-

' When the final syllable remains short, as in &6es &s (OJ. x 299)

we may feel sure that we are dealing with the product of a later age.
^
Bugge, for instance, has argued that <pi-\6s has the same root as c^e,

and originally meant ^ one's own.'
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wise, however, when the word before which the short syllable

is lengthened or a letter doubled can be proved by comparison

with the allied languages to have never possessed more than

one initial consonant. When, for example, we find such com-

pounds as i-KlXiyl-qv,
'

grazing,'
^

ki^ljiWw,'^ or such expressions

as a'idwra [xeyadvixuv,^ A'taiTO. iJ.£yaX)'jTopa* Kara jio'ipav,^ we

are transported to a wholly new era, an era when the poets had

forgotten the real origin of the doubled letter and the length-

ened syllable, and imagined that they too might double a

letter or lengthen a syllable at will should the metre so require.

Such cases of false analogy belong to an artificial dialect which

is separated by many generations from the Old Ionic of the

earliest parts of Homer. The origin, for instance, of £\\o/3f

(root labh) and 'ifipade (root rnantli) is the same as that of

iWiTzt in ApoUonius Rhodius—the misleading analogy of mis-

understood archaisms.

We must here turn aside for a moment to point out the

cases in which the hiatus or the lengthening of a naturally slijort

syllable may be assumed to imply a lost consonant. It is well

knoAvn that other causes may be called in to account for both.

Sometimes such violations of Greek metrical usage are due to

the caesura, sometimes to the misconceptions of the later poets.

A careful examination of Homeric literature, however, would

seem to show that licenses of this kind were not originally

permissible, and only crept in through the progress of phonetic

decay in the Ionic dialect which occasioned the shortening of

syllables and the loss of letters, and the consequent belief that

the earlier poets had allowed themselves licenses
'

for the sake

of the metre.' Thus the final a of neuters plural and the final

-'. of datives singular were once long, and Hartel has shown

that passages exist in Homer in which the primitive quantity of

these terminations is preserved. So, again, the frequent hiatus

after the particle t*; arises from the fact that the word was

originally jj/f, and consequently the apparent hiatus is no hia-

tus at all except in the verses of later imitators. Elsewhere

the hiatus is found after -i and -v, the explanation being that the

'
//. P 599.

"^ Od.
-if 361.

'
//. n 488.

<
//. P 626. * //. n 367.
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semi-vowels y and v were sounded after these letters in Old
Ionic when another vowel followed, so that formations like

f('/i^-ovc/c
* or a^(p-j]Kr]c

^ must be assigned to the New Ionic

period. Similarly, we find prepositions which, like k and er,

begin with a vowel admitting the hiatus because of the geni-

tives and datives in -ov and -w or -t with which they were used

(e.g. kvTrXeKTa ifi
li^ptf). Wherever another vowel precedes,

there can be little doubt that we have to do with the product
of false analogy and of a later age. In other cases the hiatus

is explained by its coming after stems which originally ended

with a consonant, such as fiof or ravaf. Its occurrence after

TTpo (as in -n-poepiffffd) or TrpoiaWw) may be accounted for by
the original form of the preposition -n-pwh. The contracted

forms Tipov-vxpai',^ Trpovdrji^er,* and tt^ovx^i'
^
betray their more

recent date. Apart from certain composite or polysyllabic words,
all other examples of the hiatus or the lengthening of a short

syllable in the older parts of Homer must be taken to indicate

a lost consonant.

If we assign the transition of Old Ionic into Middle Ionic

to the beginning of the seventh century b.c, we shall not be

far from the truth. New Ionic may be said to commence with

the inscriptions of Abu-Simbel, referred to above, and to con-

tinue to the age of Hippocrates, when it becomes considerably
tainted by Atticisms. It is best illustrated by the dialect of

Herodotus and contemporaneous inscriptions, a dialect, be it

observed, which is substantially identical with that of the New
Ionic portions of Homer. The proof of this it would take

too long to give here, but the fact can easily be tested by com-

paring a dictionary of Herodotus with a dictionary of Homer. ^

1

' Od. p 237.
2

//. K 256 ;
Od. w So. = //. O 306.

* II. a 409.
5

//. X 97 ;
Od. C 1 38.

* Thus Herodotus and Homer have TiQilai, lilai, 5i5o0o-(, l>r)yvv<n

instead of the Attic ndeaffi, &c. ; Herodotus and Homer alone have the

later elfxiv for (fffxev ; Herodotus usually omits the temporal augment,

especially before double consonants (e.g. ap/idSeov, ipSov, hiraXXaarirovTo)

and diphthongs (e.g. (lKa<^e, o'/pee), and drops it in xP^^ f^nd the iterative

and pluperfect ; and Homer uses the New Ionic us of Herodotus as well

as the old Ionic icrai. The analogic Siduxrofjiev {Od. v 358, co 314) re-

minds us of Xaix^ofj-ai in Herodotus, and the latter's /if/ien/ieVos can be
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In two or three respects, indeed, the forms of Herodotus are

more archaic than those of the iHad and Odyssey. Thus

the MSS. of Herodotus still offer kurdare (for ifdrCare),^

whereas we have the lonicised form frjrlare in II. ii 25, and

Od. 7 143, and the later contracted from ijrcare in II. A 24,

378, S 510, &C.2 The Attic contraction of a'e/pw, again, which •

occurs in II. N 63, is not found in Herodotus, and while

Herodotus has the more original Kopiao), Homer has the later

(Atticising) icopsei and Kopieig.^

What is much more remarkable, however, is that the MSS.

of Homer contain numerous examples of two forms which do

not appear in New Ionic inscriptions before the beginning of

the fourth century B.C., and are probably due to Attic influence.

These forms are those of the genitives in -ev and -evg, instead of

the older -eo and -eoq. Thus we have fj-uv, -yiyevc, dfpEvg.

No doubt it is possible that the diphthong in question is a

scribe's error, introduced where the double syllable to was pro-

nounced by
'

synizesis
'

as one. But this does not alter the

really important fact of the case. Whether we call it synizesis

or anything else, eo is in very many instances pronounced as a

single syllable in the Homeric poems, that is, has become a

diphthong. It is quite immaterial whether this diphthong was

paralleled in Homer by similar products of fal^e analogy. The hysterogen

arai-riffav for (TToiev occurs in the Iliad (P 733) as well as in Herodotus

and Thucydides ;
the plural terminations -olaro, -riaro, and -earo, which

alone are found in Homer, are Herodotean, as is also ea)0a (//. 408),

instead of the older elwda
; and Homer and Herodotus alike have the

forms ilia, ijif, ijiffav (//. A 47, H 213, K 197, N 305). Homer also offers

us the Herodotean <pv\aKos {//. Z 35, n. 566 ; Od. o 231), and fidprvpoi

{II. A 338, B 302, r 280, B 274, X 255 ; Od. a 273, | 394). Other New
lonicisms will be lan-f) for iaria, fxiv, Xlapio^ (11. T 325) by the side of

YloLpi^os, and the lost aspirate in fieTaAfiivos {II. E 336), iirdXfj.fuos {II.

H 260), exfo-Tiov {Od. C 265), and avTdSwv {Od. 6 449). About ninety

iteratives in -(tkov are met with in Homer, as against only ten in Hesiod.

Pindar has three, and the Attic tragedians four, which are plainly adopted

from Homer, and none are found in Attic prose. Many, however, occur

in Herodotus, though it must be added that the iteratives of the sigmatic

uorist (like e\d(racrKi) all belong to Homer.
' Herod, ix. 5, 19.

*
Similarly evriVSa/'e {Od. v 16, &c.).

' //. © 379> N 831".
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sounded exactly in the same way as tv or not. The inscrip-

tions show that before the fourth century B.C. fo had ;z^^ become
a diphthong in New Ionic, and that when it did become a

diphthong it was represented as £u. It is hard to beheve that

an artificial dialect like the Epic, which aimed at being archaic,

would have anticipated the innovating pronunciation of the

spoken language.

But there are some other philological peculiarities in the

language of Homer which seem to imply that the poems were

revised and additions made to them here and there as late even

as the New Attic period. Thus we find words known to us

by Alexandrine use like ftXdjfTKU),^ (ttixi'h,^ a-Kui^w, Kpoalvw^
and ffrvyeii','^ i'^^patrr^oj' and TraKjiuarTo),^ which are common to

Homer and ApoUonius Rhodius, and ipvKavau), which elsewhere

occurs only in Quintus Smyrnteus. From the post-Homeric

ujKig we get the verbal dre-KijiciE, and the weak passive future

fiiyi'icTEddui'' has been formed after the false analogy of forms

like j3{]ffoiJ.aL

We must now pass on to the second point we have to

prove, the existence of other dialects than Ionic in the language
of the Iliad and Odyssey. These dialects are the yEolic and

the Attic. Of the Doric dialect there is no trace. The forms

which have been quoted as Doric are really archaisms which

belonged to Old Ionic and were preserved among the conserva-

tive Dorians after their disappearance among the lonians. In

laffe'irui, for instance, we have the old formative of the (utme ja
which existed in Sanskrit as well as in ancient Greek

;
the dative

T£ii/ for
T£(j)i{i')

is an archaic form which belonged to Old Ionic

as much as to Doric
; and infinitives like "^nXwaentr are equally

survivals from an early period of the Ionic dialect itself The

pronoun riivr}, which occurs six times in the poems, similarly

preserves the nasal which makes its appearance in the

^olic Tovv and the Sanskrit twam, and has been counted as

Doric only because that most conservative of the Greek dialects

preserved a word which in later times elsewhere disappeared.

' Od. It 466, T 25, </> 239, 385.
2 // n 258.

'
//. z 507, o 264.

* Od. KWl. "
II. B 450.

« //. K 365.
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The Ionic poets would have nothing to do with that de-

tested Dorian race which drove their forefathers from their old

homes in Greece, and the only passage in which Dorians

are named is Od. r 177, where a list is given of the various

tribes inhabiting Krete. The elegiac poets whose dialect was

based on that of epic literature show the same aversion to

anything Dorian. It is only his Embateria that Tyrt^us

composes in Doric, and even Theognis but once uses the pre-

position TTor/, which is found eighty-nine times in Homer and,

though originally common to all the Greek dialects, had come

to be preserved in Doric alone.*

The avoidance of the Doric dialect on the part of Homer

is brought out into greater reHef by the usage of the Hesi-

odic poems in which we find such decided Dorisms as the

shortened final syllable of TrpoTrac,^ two genitives in av instead

of the Ionic -wr,^ the pronoun i*' for ol,* and the Doric i)>' for

7>ai'.5 Ahrens believes that the Dorisms of Hesiod are speci-

fically Delpliian ;
however that may be, the contrast between

the two classes of epic poetry, the heroic and the didactic, in

this respect confirms in a striking way the Asiatic origin of

Homer. It is difficult to believe that a dialect which had

grown up on the soil of either the Peloponnesus or Northern

Greece could have remained so thoroughly untainted by Doric

forms and words.

It is quite diff'erent when we turn to the remains of the ^olic

dialect which have been detected in the poems, ^olisms are em-

bedded in Homer like flies in amber
; they are scattered up and

down both in the Iliad and Odyssey, though almost always in

fixed places in the verse. Thus we find laQioc, with the ^olic

Ka for Idi as an epithet of the yEolic towns Killa,^ Nisa,^ Krisa,^

and Pherge,^ the Ionic form of which was Therse, but always at

the beginning of the thesis of the second foot
; once, and once

'

np(5s is found two hundred times in Homer, and the older irport sixty

times. The word has no connection, except in meaning, with ttoti and the

contracted irds.

2
So, too, Koi^poj (Th. 60), Sijo-aj (7%. 521).

*
0pp. 144, Th. 41.

*
Frag. 134.

* Th. 321, 825.
« //• A 38, 452.

»//. B508.
8 //. B 520.

» //. I 151, 293.
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only,' do we meet the word in a different formula and in a diffe-

rent place, the end of the line. Here, however, it is an epithet

of the Doric Kythera, and belongs plainly to an imitator of a

later age who found the old stock epithet convenient for ter-

minating his verse. Other ^olic epithets of the same kind

are 4a'k,^ i^arpecpijc,^ and i^nxprjijc.* Indeed, as might have

been expected, it is especially in the case of epithets that

remains of the ^olic dialect have been handed down. 'Afivjjuoy,

for instance, where the ^olic v takes the place of the Ionic w,

has become so trite and meaningless an epithet as to be applied
to ^gisthus.^ TaXavpipog and raXavpo;//, again, are vEolisms,
as also uyavoc, as well as the numerous compounds of which

epi-, instead of the Ionic apt-, forms the first part. Since the

use of £ in place of a before p characterised ^olic, the form of

the name Ofpo-tVr/c is an evident proof that Thersites belonged
to the older portions of the Homeric poems, and figured in the

legends that circulated in ^olis. The same may also be said

of HaUtherses,^ Thersilokhus,^ and Polytherseides.* If Hero-
dian is right, the varying declension of the name Sarpedon as

^apirridoiToc and Sap7r/j2d)'oc is due to the fact that the first is

an holism
;
but this statement is extremely doubtful, since the

vocalisation of the word is Ionic, and the hero himself was a

Lycian, and belongs therefore to Ionic and not yEolic legend,
while the preservation of the initial sibilant merely shows that

the name has come down unchanged in its Old Ionic dress.^

Similarly it is probable that the form ajiiKpuQ is old Ionic and

» //. o 432.
2 Od. € 36S, fi 313.

« //. H 223 ; Od. I 19, 5 451.
• //. E 525, M 347, 360.

* Od. a 29.
6 Od. j8 157, 253, p 68, w 451.

^ //. P 216, * 209.
8 Od. X 287.

9 The root is that of epireiv, serpa-e, Sanskrit sarp. In bringing him
from Lycia the legends made the usual confusion between the terrestrial

Lycia and the celestial Lycia ('the land of light,' Latin lux), though no
doubt the struggles between tJie Ionic emigrants to Asia Minor and the

Lycian natives occasioned the localisation of the myth in that particular

spot. It is possible, however, that the name Lycia was of Greek origin,

given to a mountainous country where the inhabitants of the coast saw the

sun rise in the morning, since the Lycians called themselves Termilse

(Tramele in the native inscriptions).
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not JEolic, which, as in ^fivpva, kept the original s before

m, although a^vyepoc, (T^vytpuiQ are certainly jiEolisms. Soli-

tary ^olisms have been preserved by the metre in iviavpe^,'^

KiK\i\yovTfQ,'^ and the vocative vvii(l)a,^ and in (pnp.^ To the

metre, again, we must ascribe the preservation of the ^olic

forms of the personal pronouns.* Other ^olisms, no doubt,

once existed here and there in the text of which no trace

now remains, since in two passages, (pXixperai for the received

G\£i//£ra(,^ and TropSoXie for the Aristarchean TrapduXic,'^ were

read by Zenodotus and the Venetian Codex. A fortunate

chance has preserved for us the specifically ^olic title ulavfx-

vriT7]Q in Od. Q 258. Several other yEolisms may further be

detected in the poems ;
®
among these kIv, by the side of the

Ionic o)', is the most noticeable. In the Iliad kev occurs 121

times before vowels, 78 times before consonants
;

ke occurs

145 times, K 76 times, x' 4 times, daoKev 7 times, eIctoke 18

times, eltroK 3 times, &q kev and we ke ii times. On the other

hand, dv is found 137 times, and the compound av keu once.^

Such a compound could only have been formed when all sense

of the original meaning of kev had passed away. Perhaps, how-

ever, the best-known holism is the nominative of masculine

nouns of the first declension, like vEfeXriyEpiTa. We find it

almost always in certain stock phrases and set positions. In

alxfj-n^a
'^ the form has been half Ionised after the model of

al-)Qir]Ti]Q, which thrice occurs ^^ in imitation of the older usage.

>
//. O 680

; Od. 6 70.
a Od.

/J. 256, I 30.
»

//. r 130 ; Od. 5 743.
«

//. A 268, B 743.
5
Namely, &ij.fies {II. * 432 ; Od. i 303, 321, % 55) ; ^IJ-M") twenty-

one times ; &iJ./xe (//. A 59, H 292, 378, 397, K 346, H 62, 2 268, X 219,
n 355 ; Od I 404, K 209, fj- 221, X 73) ; ^/^M" (//• A 274, 335, H 481,
* 469, n 242; Od. p 231) ; i/ii/J.i[i^)

seventeen times; i/fi/^s (//. V 412 ;

Od. V 357, ff 407, a. 109).
« Od. p 221. '

//. N 103, P 20, * 573.
" 'AAki {Od. (f 130), &KKv5is {Od. e 71, 369), afivSis, v-rraida (five times

in the Iliad alone), iiraatrvrfpoi (always after the first trochee, //. A 383 ;

Od. IT 366, &c.), axevQiv, airovpds, Seuco (by the side of the Ionic Se'co),

ffj.fj.€vat (instead of the Ionic etfievai, forty times in //., twenty-one times

in Od.), (yp-fiyopdat, iKixv/^^''-
» //. N 127.

'»
//. E 197.

i> //. r 179, P 588 ; Od. j3 19.
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This has also been the case in ^'kxito. for a-KVTa} The later

Ionic poets, forgetting the origin of the form, identified its

termination with that of the accusative in -a, and hence we find

fvpvoTra used as an accusative in II. A 498, 206, S 265, O

152, O 98, 331. The grammarians of Alexandria carried the

misconception still further, and Priscian and the Scholiasts lay

down that such words are indeclinable and may be used in

any case whatever.

The inferences to be drawn from these facts are irresistible,

^olic lays form the background of those Ionic poems which

v/e call Homer. It was among the cities of ^olis, in that very

Trojan land in which the scene of the Iliad is laid, that the Greek

Epic first grew up. From the hands of ^^Eolic bards it passed
into those of their Ionic neighbours, but carrying with it

memorials and evidences of its origin. Epithets and phrases

that had become part of the rhapsodist's stock-in-trade were

interwoven into the Ionic versions of the old lays ;
the proper

names and the legends attached to them were handed on to

the new schools of Homeridae ; and here and there an ^olic

word or form was retained where it suited the metre better

than its Ionic equivalent. Philology thus confirms the tra-

dition which made Smyrna the birthplace of Homer and the

earliest seat of Homeric poetry, and is confirmed in its turn by
the subject-matter of the Iliad which localises the '

tale divine
'

of ancient Aryan mythology in the Troad. It was there that

the JEolic fugitives from the Dorians had to wrest a new home
for themselves from the hands of its Asiatic possessors.

But yEolisms are not the only alien elements that we find

in Homer. There is an Attic colouring in the poems as well.

So strong, indeed, is the latter that Aristarchus held Homer
to have been an Athenian, and Cobet considers the poems to

have been partially Atticised.

We must, of course, be on our guard against assuming too

hastily that a form is Attic because it occurs in Attic writers

and not in the Ionic of Herodotus. Attic is an offshoot

of the Ionic dialect
;

Old Attic may be regarded as a

sister of Old Ionic ;
and it would only be natural to find

!
> //. H 384.
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many archaic forms in New Attic which have been lost even in

Old Ionic. It does not follow that they did not exist in Old

Ionic. The form aj'£wye, for example, is not an Atticism,

but an Old lonicism. Only those forms and words must be ac-

counted Atticisms which can be shown by Comparative Philo-

logy to have growTi up subsequently to the separation of the

Attic from the remaining Ionic dialects. Forms originating in

phonetic decay or false analogy which are not found in New
Ionic are Attic peculiarities, the growth and creation of Attic

soil
;

but no others. Genuine Atticisms, however, exist in

abundance in both Iliad and Odyssey. Thus we have the

accusatives Tu2»/,^ Mrj/ctarj/j^ '0?u<r^,^ like \epr\ in Euripides \

*

^ta used about 200 times in place of the older Oeoc ;
vw occur-

ring twice, a(\>u) once, a<^(^v once,^ and
(y(^'i(!i fifty-five times

;

contracted futures like KTtvt\ reXu and KOfxiui, ayXau'iadai ;

^

heterogen aorists like tTreaov
;
and optatives like

eTna-)(^oir]c with

instead of e, and the termination dropped in the third person

singular
^

(viripcr)(^ot
for vTrepax,oir][_T']).^ Were we to listen to

Professor Paley, the list of Atticisms might not only be largely

extended, but also be referred to the language of the Periklean

age. Among the Atticisms he quotes we find such phrases as

VT£
jU£)'
—ore ci

;
01

afx<fi TipiujjiOy,'^ TrapapdXXeadai ^pv)(^)]V,^^

Troulrrdai Traica in the sense of 'adopting,'
'^ twi ^wfjwi', 'while

gifts last,'
'^ like fiu-xrjc Itt/,'^ Trepicoirdai rivoc,

* to wager,'
^'*

cuTivtiv Ev
ojpy,

'
to take an early dinner,'

'^
eKdvoi, in the sense

of 'the enemy,'
'^

)u/) uxpeWe yeyicrdat,^'^ 6 avTOQf^^a. phrase which

» //. A 384.
2 //. O 339.

3 Od. T 136.
* A/k. 25. Compare Aristoph. Acharn. 11 50.

= Od. S 62.
*

//. O 65, T 104 ; A 161, Od.
i|/ 284 ; //. B 3S9, T 140, K 331, A 232,

1 132, 274, * 373, Od. fi 230, V 229 ; //. K 331, A 454, 2 133 ; Co^. 546.
The contracted futures in -m, -iov/j.at, however, occur eleven times in

Herodotus.
' See //. I 284, 142, H 241 ; //. A S38. Herodotus, however, has

iveoi (vii. 6).
« Od. I 184 ; //. H 107 ;

Od. p 317.
"

//. r 146.
•» //. 1 322.

"
//. I 495.

" //. I 602. 13 //. P 368.
" //. V 485 ; Od.

^l> 78.
'= Od. p 176.

"=
//. 2 188. " //. P 686.

'»
//. Z 391 ; Od. r, 55, 326, &c.
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certainly has a very modern ring about it. Equally striking are

some of his instances of single words, as, for example, (cara-

hrjfiofiopiiaai, where Kara has its peculiarly Attic sense,* eTrt'cwtce

in the sense given to it by Attic law,^ dru^aadai with the mean-

ing of 'reckoning,'^ edtXoyriipeg,* '^vveto,^ di'ip
in the sense

of 'air,' not, as in Old Ionic, of *mist,'^ aXXore for h'iore,

a-KOvlT] for fioXic, atkwe for deiKuic,'' ETrlTTjcec, ufiudev, liircTa,^

^ffev for iciijfftr,^ yEvi'a'wQ in the sense of 'legitimate,"**

dXXoloQ, oaaiae, cicortoc
'

illegitimate,'
**

eTridovvai,^^ and £7ra\-

££ort.'3 The use of the old demonstrative pronoun as an

article also points to a comparatively late date,'* and the same

conclusion may be drawn from verbal forms in -a^eiv and -ii^eiv,

like TvaTTirai^eiy, fiiTOKXal^tiv, oh'OTrorui^eit', vevctt a^eit' and ^iKui^Eir

(which reminds us of the Athenian law-courts), or EpaTii^Eiv,

d-li^Eir, t:tXi]Tii^£ir, dXEyii^Eir, fiEyaXil,Eadai}^ Perhaps Mr. Paley

goes too far when he claims a philosophic origin for such

Homeric verbs as d(ppaivEiv, lEiXaivEiv, fxiopaivEiv, ^aXEiraiveiVy

fxapyaii'ELV, opfiaivEir, Qav^aivtir, fiEVEaivEiv, Kvdnii'Eiy, though

we should have expected to meet with them in Theophrastus,

rather than in Old Ionic poems addressed to a popular audience.

It is not difficult to account for this Attic colouring. Some

of the Atticisms are probably due to the belief of Aristarchus

in the Attic birth of Homer
; indeed, we know that in certain

passages where he adopted an Attic form the readings of Zeno-

dotus were different. Others, again, may be explained by early

errors on the part of copyists. But the greater number admits

of but one interpretation. The Homeric poems, as we have

them, must have passed through Attic hands, and undergone an

Attic recension. Nor is this at variance with what we know of

their history. The pseudo-Platonic Hipparchiis ascribes to

Hipparchus an edition or redaction of Homer which later

writers, Cicero, Josephus and Pausanias, ascribe to Peisistra-

•
//. 2 301.

2 //. 1 148.
' Od. 7 245.

« Od. j3 292.
"• Od. S 76.

«
//. H 288.

'
//. X 336.

^
//. K 208, &c. 9 //. 2 100.

"> //. E 253.
" //. Z 24.

>- //. ^ 559.
•»

Il.X, 3.

" As in //. r 55, Z 201, K 1 1, 2 10, T 320, * 526, X 59, ^ 295.
'^

[The old verb \t.t\Vi.^ii.v disproves this.—M.]
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tus. We cannot suppose that' the pubUc Hbrary Peisistratus

founded was without copies of Homer, or that when one of his

editors was convicted of altering and interpolating documents

so sacred as the Oracles of Musseus,' the old epic literature

would have been treated more reverently. Solon is accused of

inserting certain passages in Homer in order to glorify the

Athenians, and this accusation of itself implies a consciousness

of the Attic origin of some parts of the poems. It is not im-

possible that Mr. Paley may be right in referring some of the

Atticisms he has enumerated to so late a period as the Peri-

klean age, since it is hard to see in Od. ??
8 1 an allusion to any

other building than the Erechtheum, which was erected about

the year 432 B.C. At any rate there is plain proof that the Ho-
meric poems underwent a process of manipulation in Attica; at

how late or early a time this process terminated must remain

undecided.

It must now be quite clear that the language of the poems
is an artificial one, a sort of curious mosaic in which archaisms

and modernisms, fragments of ^olic, Attic and Ionic are em-
bedded side by side. It testifies to slow growth among guilds
of professional poets who received from their predecessors a

series of stock subjects, a stock mode of treating them, and a

body of traditional words and phrases. This fact is confirmed—
though further confirmation is not needful—by the occur-

rence in Homer of words and forms which are the product of

false analogy, and owe their existence to the misinterpretation
of the older part of the Homeric language.

Reference has been already made to some of these, and,
indeed, so numerous are the examples of such erroneous forma-
tions in Homer, that it is easy to find illustrations of them. In
some cases we can actually see the process of creation, as it

were, going on. Thus in Od.
r\ 95 we read \ kv ci dporoi

Trept Tolxoi' eprjfncar h'da kul 'irda. Here epiiptCaro is a per-

fectly normal Ionic formation from the root of Ipe'iou) ;
the

dental belongs to the root, and accordingly appears in all the

other tenses of the verb. But a few lines before (86) we have
another verse, which is evidently formed on the model of the

' See Hdt. vii. 6.
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one just quoted, and only differs from the latter half of it in

substituting eXriXi^uTo for ipriptcaro. 'EXrjXihurv, however, is

etymologically and grammatically an impossible form
;

the

present tense is eXuvrw and the root is /av, with no trace of

either a dental or a vowel e. The word, in fact, is due to the

false analogy of iprjpiEaro and the misunderstanding of the

archaic pluperfect form. In the Odyssey,' again, we find a

verse which can only be explained as the creation of false

analogy. The translation,
'

seals, the offspring of the sea-

foam,' gives a radically wrong sense to both vI-koceq and

aXorrvlt)]. The last word is a compound of aXc and avcvi], an

old Ionic feminine, answering to a Sanskrit sun-ya (from the

root sii,
'

to beget '), and signifying
'

daughter' or '

offspring.'

The Sanskrit siin-ya (by the side of the masculine sunns,
' son ')

would have been represented in Old Ionic by avrji], but thejod
after first developing a dental, as is so frequently the case in

Greek, disappeared, leaving awct], and by metathesis avht).

Some early
' Homeric '

verse, now lost, must have once existed

in which the seals were called I'STroceg aXutTvciiu, 'footless olif-

spring of the sea,' I'tVorec (or rather i^t'/Tro^fc)
'^

being a com-

pound of Ttovg and the same negative that we meet with in

vr)KEpci)g or the Latin //e/as. The second part of the epithet,

however, came to be misinterpreted ; a\o(rudn] was divided

into the genitive uXoc, and the non-existent vhir], which the

rhapsodists connected with v^ujp and vcupi'ic, and the change of

meaning was complete. It only remained to explain mroctc,

which, now that its substantive had been turned intoa genitive,

necessarily signified
'

offspring,' and this was easily done by
referring it to urtxpiog. The superfluous dental did not trouble

the etymological consciences of the Homeric poets. It is

probable that this passage of the Odyssey was not the only

place in Homeric literature in which the mistaken use of

j'fVoote occurred, since we find both Kallimachus ^ and Theo-

kritus *
employing the word in the same sense.

' 5 404 : a.ix((>\
Se /xiv (puKat yeiroSes KaKrjs a\o(Tv5vr]s.

^ The shortened form would belong to the New Ionic period.
* d Kelos 'TWixov viizovs.

* xvii. 25 : a^avaroi 54 KaXivvra ku\ ceVoSes
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Two other instances of false analogy may be quoted, which

will show even more clearly the artificial character of the

Homeric dialect. In II. Z 289 the loss of the digamma
caused some rhapsodist or scribe to alter the original phrase

TrewXoi, TrajUTTo/ciArt Hpya yvraixG.'V into TviirXoi Tvaj-iTToiKiXoi,

ipya yvyaiKir, and this corrupt reading has been imitated by
the author of Od. o 105, where we have TreVXot TrnfiTroiKiKoi,

(wr KhfxEv a'vTri. A similar blunder occurs in II. il 6, a

verse, it is fair to state, which was rejected by Aristophanes and

Aristarchus themselves. Here the impossible form aycpoTrjru

originates in the corrupt reading of II, 11 857 and X 363,

where Clemm has restored hpoTijTa (for pcporfjra as cpuixp for

vlpw'di).

Perhaps one of the oddest of these new creations of the

Homeric poets is the adjective Voc,
'

one,' in II. Z 422.' From
the root o-t/t, the Greeks had formed a numeral '

one,' which was

declined in the nominative
o-fy;(c, aeuui, (np.. By the ordinary

phonetic laws of the language these finally became uc, jjia (for

o-A't"), f)', and in epic nin sometimes lost its initial consonant

like some other words (e.g. Xft'/Sw, yola). Then came the mis-

conception of later composers. The feminine to was supposed
to be an adjective declined like rifnoc, and hence the monstrous

Iw instead of (.yi.

The intensive ox" has arisen in much the same way. The
root of £xw could never of itself have passed into the meaning

given to o^o ; it was only in combination with i£ (as in iUxw)
that it was able to acquire an intensive or superlative sense.

But there must have been some passage or passages in which

the rhapsodists divided the compound 'iKoxa in an incorrect

way, assigning tE, to the verb of the sentence by supposing
that in the obsolete dialect of early Ionia o^ct alone meant
'

very.' Hence the numerous passages in which it is used

in this sense. If Mr. Paley is right, v-rrip^opa
^ has had a

similar origin, being formed after the analogy of such Attic

compounds as irapitXoyoQ or aruKoyoy.
The same scholar has pointed out a passage

^ in which the

'
oi ixiv TravTes la k'iov ^]jxari''A'iSos e'lffu.

-
II. B 1 55.

^ //. K 466 : ZiiXov 5' eVi (rT\ixo. t' tdT]K(v.

I. L 2
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adjective cisXov (=:or]Xo}') is used as if it were a substantive

with the meaning of 'mark.' This mistake could only have

been made after the contraction of the original ctS'iXog through
cifkocinto the New Ionic c»/\ot and a forgetfulness that the two

words were really the same.' Another example of the same
kind is the use of uyytXuji:, the genitive of ayytXiii, as a mas-

culine nominative meaning
'

messenger.'
^ A passage must have

occurred in the traditionary lays in which the form of the sen-

tence rendered the blunder possible, and since the primitive

a//>/ia of the termination had already become e/a, the passage
in question would have been of later date than the separation
of the Attic dialect from the Ionic stock.^ Other instances of

similar blundering that may be quoted are the confusion of

X£|0»?a, the accusative of the substantive x*P''^j with the com-

parative xEpdai'u,'^ and the use of ttXIeq, 'full,' as irXeioftc,^
' more.'

Of a somewhat different character are the false presents £uw,

iTffevytt), (t)'wyw, ntcppucu), &C. from the perfects eha (=£0t(cu),

Trifevya, (iiioya, Trifpactt, which had come to be employed in a

present sense, or the folse futures y^pai(Tf.ui(ns}, TmriOi'itTw, iyimrijau)

(like \ci](Tti) in Theoc. 3, 37) from the aorist infmitives xpuirrntlr,

TreTTidely, IvKjntir, &c., which were confounded with the present
infinitives of contracted verbs in -to;. The contraction they

imply indicates the late date at which they were coined, and

they point to a belief that the forms of the Epic dialect were

so far removed from those of the dialect of everyday life as to

admit among them almost any new coinage which suited the

metre and had an archaic ring.

' Ae'eAov is the Same word as the second part of the compound epithet

eu-5ei€A.os, where wc ought certainly to read eu-SrjeAos. In the latter, how-

ever, the first syllable remains long by way of compensating for the loss ot

the digamma, whereas in Se'eAoj/ it has been shortened in accordance with

the usual habit of New Ionic.

* Jl. r 206, N 252, O 640.
• Since the Attic dialect retains the original alpha.
 //. A 400.
^

//. B 129, A 395 : riaaov eyd <^7j/ut
irXeas fUfxei/at vlas 'Axaiwu

Tpcixav
• oloouol St Trepl irXfts r]i ywaiKfs.
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To the same belief must be ascribed many of the other

products of false analogy in Homer. Thus nineteen aorist

infinitives in -££ir which stand for -fytiv are found in the

poems
' which are erroneously formed after the model of the

uncontracted present infinitives of verbs in -tw. Curtius has

shown from a comparison of the forms of the infinitive in

Ionic, Doric, and ^Eolic that ^EpEti' represents an original

(j)ept-fei',
which in Ionic became successively tpepeey and ipifjur

(for (f>tp£~ii'),
so that the first e of the Homeric forms in -euy is

historically false.
^

Thus, again, the futures avvu) from uvvtw,^

ipvw,* and tirat'vw,^ are modelled upon the Atticising futures of

verbal stems in -s, which primitively had a double sigma in this

tense, afterwards in New Ionic dropped one of them, and finally

lost both. Thus, too, the form cihnaOa,^ from the root da, is a

mere imitation of olrrOa for olc-da from the root vid, the sibilant

being erroneously imagined to be part of the second person

ending in the archaic Epic dialect ;^ the compounds Idaiytviig,^

yviatyuaviijc,'' are due to the analogy of 0rj/3aiyei'?jc, vi^here alone

the locative Qrjftai is right ;
and the so-called diectasis or

resolution of vowels, which is so frequently resorted to for help-

ing out the metre, has been proved by Mangold and Wacker-

nagel's researches to be an affected archaism. 'EXoaxri, for

example, in //. N 315, Od. r; 319, is a false resolution of the

contracted iXwai of Herodotus, Kptiiou, in //. H 83, of the

tcpeftwuey which we find in the Plutus'^^ of Aristophanes. Forms

like yaj'owffcu, li^ojoyTEQ, upouire, yoowyra, alrtowyTO, aXoio, rrpw-

oi'fc and doioKog are grammatically and phonetically impos-
sible. According to the phonetic laws of the Ionic dialect, the

middle stage between opato and vpij is opew, not opoio, and the

theory of an assimilation of the vowels is set aside by the in-

variable usage of Ionic authors and of the Epic dialect itself,

' Ex. gr. //. A 263, 2 511, T 15, "¥ 467, n 608; Od. a 59, e 349,
« 137, A 232, fj- 446, T 477, X 437-

'^ The infinitive in -((iv is found thrice in Hesiod's Shield ; never in the

Works and Days, or in the elegiac writers.
'

//. A 56, A 365.
• //. A 454, O 351, X 67.

^
iJd. <p 97, 127, 174.

'^ n. T 270.
'

Similarly we find ix^'-'^^"- a-nd <pi\ei(rda in Sappho, which made the

grammarians fancy the form to be an /Eolic one.
>* Od. I 203.

3
//. r 39.

'» V. 312
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except in the limited number of cases under consideration.

Moreover, ou and r\ could not become w, much less could o do
so. The whole set of forms is the creation of rhapsodists and

scribes endeavouring to restore the metre of lines which the

contraction of two short syllables, the loss of the digamma, or

the decay of some other peculiarity of early pronunciation, had

violated, and who looked for the means of effecting this to the

supposed analogy of other old words.

If further proof is wanted of the artificial nature of the

Homeric dialect, it would be found in two facts. The first of

these is that the parallel forms of various date and origin which

coexist in the poems are generally of different metrical quantity,

and accordingly highly convenient for the verse-maker's pur-

poses. Thus the ^'olic ln\xtvai serves as a dactyl, E^svai as

an anapaest, 'ipner as a trochee, t'/i"'' 3.s a pyrrhic, and dvai as a

spondee, and it is plainly metrical necessities that have pre-
served the ^olic forms of the personal pronouns. The second

fact is that short syllables are lengthened where too many come

together to allow the word in which they occur to be otherwise

used in the hexameter. Hence it is that the first syllable of

udavcnoQ is always long, that
v\prip£(j)tog is the genitive of

v\pepe(l)r]c,
that nop has a in dissyllabic forms and u in trisyllabic

ones, and that we find indifferently ctTreipiaiog and ciTrepelatog,

fuiXavi and jxeiXat'L.^ Hence, too, we find kvchoq, KvavoTrpwpoi,

and KvavCjTTiQ, but Kvaytng, KvuvoTreCa, KVHVVTViTvXoQ, and Kvarn-

The long vowels and diphthongs by which the lengthened

quantity of these naturally short syllables is pointed out in

writing are due to the scribes, and are probably of late date.

How modern the manuscripts were which Aristarchus had

before him is shown, as Giese has remarked, by his uncertainty

regarding the insertion of the aspirate except where it was indi-

cated by an eUsion. The alterations made in the text by the

scribes both of the Alexandrine and of an earlier period were

numerous and sometimes revolutionary. No doubt of this can

'

//. ayg.

So, also, ffv&oaia (Od. ^ lOl), 'diroveecrdai, riTrepo-irevai (Sanskrit

npfira), r/vf/ui^tis, Sirjce/cj'js, ilXamvos, Oe/xilKta {11. "V 255), i\a.v6% (11. XI 9),

iryvQi-^ffi {Od, 01 2i8), flapivos, up^aU], 'aK<i/*u70s, &c.
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remain after the labours of Nauck, Cobet, and Wackernagel.
The hiatus caused by the loss of the diganima was mended in

various ways. Sometimes p' is inserted,^ sometimes t-',^ some-

times r£,^ sometimes c'/ sometimes y or ye,^ sometimes k .^

At other times the plural takes the place of the dual (as II. Y

371, 372, for x^ipi. fefoiKi), or the vocative the place of the

nominative used vocatively, as in II. F 277.'' New forms,

again, are substituted for older ones, as in II. N 107, where

Zenodotus and Aristophanes preserve the older reading viiv ce

'iiaiQ TToXiog corrupted into pvy 2' ekciQev ttoXioc in the MSS. of

Aristarchus, and the wordo of a verse may even be transposed

or changed, as when* or?) Ik irapoiQ' 'l-n-wwy drjCKruufitrog is turned

into OTJ/ ^' 'iTnrojy TrpovapoiQe' leCifftcofxevoQ OX Toiorle J^ihoy mtO

rviovrov 'idor.^ A frequent source of error has been the con-

traction of short syllables during the age of Attic influence,

resulting in various corruptions of the text in order to restore

the violated metre. Equally frequent has been the misreading
of the older MSS. in which E represented both »/ and ei as well

as £, and O w and ov as well as 0. But it must be remembered

that it is often far from easy to distinguish false forms which

have arisen from the mistakes of the later copyists and critics

from those which belonged to the older period of oral recita-

tion. In many cases we shall never be able to determine with

accuracy whether we are dealing with a corruption of the

written text or with a product of the age before the poems
were first written down.

About one point, however, there need be no hesitation.

Throughout the whole of Homer words which in Doric have k

from an original kw (Latin ^u) appear with t, never k. Thus

we find o-ujc, TTwc, nav, TTo?, &c. Yet we know both from in-

scriptions and the MSS. of Kallinos, Mimnermus, and He-

'
//. B 342, A 467.

2 7/ E 467, H 348 ; Od. (p 401.
^

//. I 379, M 162
; Od. a 41, 507.

* II. A 509, A 792, M 412, O 403 ; Od. j8 332, 7 216, 5 556.
'

//. A 548 ;
Od. a 233.

6
//. A 64, T 250.

' An instance is quoted by Hoffmann from //. B 8, where for oSXe

oveipf we should read oi)\os.

» Od 150.
e Od. C160.
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rodotus, that the New Ionic still preserved the older k up to

the fourth century B.C. It is difficult to ascribe the change of

spelling to the Atticising influence discussed above, since the

latter would not well explain the thoroughness with which the

change has been carried out. The change is rather the work
of the copyists of a later day, influenced, no doubt, by the

theory that Homer was of Attic birth. Quite parallel is the

appearance of an aspirated letter in many words which retained

the simple tenuis in the Ionic of Herodotus and the inscrip-

tions. An instance of this is ciyj^t^ai in the place of liKOfxcu.

The conclusions to be derived from a close examination of

the language of the Iliad and the Odyssey make it almost

superfluous to refer to the question whether these two works

were the production of one author or of two. Since, however,
the question is even now keenly debated, it is as well to see

what light can be thrown upon it by the language of the poems.

Though this has shown us that the national Epic of ancient

Greece, like the national Epics of all other peoples
—the Maha-

bharata of India, the Edda of Scandinavia, the Nibelungen Lied

of Germany, the Kalevala of the Finns—grew up slowly and

gradually, passing through the mouths of numberless genera-
tions and schools of poets and reciters, and assuming new
forms among each

;
nevertheless there must have been definite

individuals to whom the arrangement and grouping of this

traditional matter was due, to whom, in fact, the Iliad and the

Odyssey, the Thcbais and the Kypria, the Lesser Iliad and the

other specimens of Epic literature, as separate poems, owed
their origin. We know that the last line of the Iliad is but the

protasis of which the first line of the yEthiopis formed the

apodosis, and that the poet of the Odyssey
'

appeals to the

IVIuses to relate to him ' also
'

as to others who had gone before

the adventures of the Greek heroes on their return from Troy.
It is plain, therefore, that some principle was adopted in cutting

off one portion of the mass of Epic matter from another, in

throwing it, that is to say, into the shape of a single indepen-
dent poem. Ilut a merely superficial reading will convince

most people that there is a very decided difference of tone and

' o. lo. The neglect of the digamma in this Hne should be noted.
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manner between the Iliad and the Odyssey, that the Odyssey

is a much more artificial composition than the Iliad, and

breathes the spirit of a more modern age. And this impression

is borne out by difTerences in the language of the two poems.

There are about 130 words found only in the Iliad, and about

120 found only in the Odyssey, and among the latter occur not

only abstract nouns like a-Kip\xa, xpijua, nopcprj, afjtdfxog, ev'x'/,

yaKr]vr}^ but words which denote a distinct advance in wealth

and luxury, such as Irffxiovpyoc, U(Tnoiva,KOiTO<s,i']X£i;Tpoy. The

usage of certain words, too, differs in the two poems, implying

that a different hand has manipulated the old traditionary

materials in the tv/o cases. Thus different epithets are em-

ployed for the same object, or, what is more significant, the

same epithet is employed in different senses. Aai(f)un>v and

i)\oQ(ppu)v, for instance, are 'baleful
'

in the Iliad, 'crafty' in the

Odyssey, tvKVKXoQ is used only of the shield with the meaning

of ' round
'

in the Iliad, of the chariot with the meaning of

' well-wheeled
'

in the Odyssey. Similarly l3ov\y}<popog is an

epithet of princes in the Iliad, of the dyopa in the more demo-

cratic Odyssey. So, too, the same word has different significa-

tions. In the Iliad kXeIq is
' a collar-bone

'

; i^urrrt'ip
' a warrior's

belt'; \6(poi;, 'a neck'; vv^^iojy, 'a chief; ^i>Xoc, 'the moil

of war'
; tpig, 'the battle-strife

'

; KaXeio,
' to call

'

; Koapl^o,
' to

marshal.' In the Odyssey the same words mean' key,' 'swine-

herd's belt,' 'ridge,' 'guide,'
'

struggle," rivalry,' 'invite,' and 'to

set huntsmen '

;
the accusative of 'ipiQ

in the latter poem being

the analogic 'ipiv of the Attic dialect. Differences, again,

appear in the use even of words like lEon-iao), which always

denotes place in the Iliad, h'me in the Odyssey, or in the expres-

sion of an idea like that of the preposition 'by means of,'

which is represented by sKrjn in the Iliad, by i6Ti]ri in the

Odyssey (and Iliad). It is, perhaps, of little moment that the

later analogic comparative of fiXik, flXrepog, is found only once

in Odyssey, (j)iXiu),- being alone employed in the Odyssey; but,

on the other hand, we cannot overlook the significance of the

fact that the contracted form of Trapa, Trap, occurs before the

' So ovvofxa, which frequently appears in the Odyssey, is fuund only

twice in the Iliad (r 235, P 260).
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letters y, l, c,,
a and t only in the Iliad, and before k and /i

only in the Odyssey. We seem here referred to a difference of

usage on the part of the poet or redactor, or whatever else we

choose to term him, which points further to a difference of

personality. Whether or not, however, the author of the Iliad

and of the Odyssey was one and the same individual is of small

consequence ;
in any case he has been proved by the sure

evidence of philology to have been but the inheritor of other

men's labours, and, like Castren and Lonnrott in our own age,

to have worked up the materials provided by the spirit and

genius of a whole nation. It was to this spirit and genius that

the old Epic of Greece was due, and rightly, therefore, was its

creation named Homeros,
' the fitted together.'

'

'

"Oa-npos is actually used with this sense by Euripides [Ale. 870), who

applies it to the marriage bond. The form of the name, and probably its

origin also, is Ionic. The word is first found in a doubtful fragment (xxxiv.)

of Hesiod. The statement of the pseudo-Herodotean Life of Homer that

the word signified
' blind

'

in the Cumsean dialect must be a pure fiction.

G. Curtius and Angermann take a slightly different view of the original

use of the word from that adopted in the text. The former says :
— ' Sic

fere nomen Homeri esse existimaverim, ut primum poetae inter se con-

juncti et apti Sfiripoi vocati sint, ii deinde gentis sodalitio inito patronymi-
cum '0,u7)/3iSaj nomen acceperint, postea vero ex civilium gentium more

eponymus quidam inventus sit "Ofj.7]pos, qui gentis potius quam suam per-

sonam sustineret. Nam similem sane in modum qui a cantu fv/j.o\Troi

vocati erant facti sunt Eu/ioXirfSai, Eumolpidarum autem auctor inventus

est Eumolpus. Fiet igitur Homerus nobis auctor vel eponymus poetarum

gentilicia communione inter se conjunctorum Ahnherr der Sdngerinnungen.
'
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ON THE DATE OF THE ODYSSEY.

It occurs to me that I ought to say something in answer to a

natural objection which may be made against the recent date

assigned to the Odyssey in this volume. If this poem did not

receive its present form till near 700 b.c, how is it possible to

account for its vague and fabulous notions about the geography
of the West ? For if Syracuse and Naxos and Catana, and

many other flourishing Greek cities, were founded from 735
B.C. onward, surely the fables of Polyphemus, of the oxen of

the sun, of Scylla and Charybdis, and the like, must have been

then already long exploded.

My answer to this objection is twofold. In the first place,

recent researches have shown the geography of the Odyssey,
not only as regards the West, but as regards the very home of

Odysseus, to be so vague and inaccurate, that we must regard
it as consciously imaginary in the poet's mind. He was no

primitive bard painting facts so far as he knew them accurately,

and filling in the rest from his imagination and from legend,

but a deliberate romancer, who did not care to reproduce tame

reality, even where he could have easily ascertained it. I

know that some leading scholars, like Mr. Gladstone and Dr.

Schliemann, will not agree with me, but I will merely refer

the reader to the latest and ablest survey of Homeric geography
in Mr. Bunbury's Geog7'aphy of the Ancients (especially vol. i.

ch. iii. § 3), where he will see my statement amply corroborated.

Not even Ithaca, not even the Ionian islands, not even the

neighbouring coasts are described with any approach to their
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real features. When Telemachus is described starting in a

chariot from Pylos, and driving within two days to Sparta with

his companion,' the poet leaves us to imagine either a smooth

plain, or an easy high road along which horses can gallop.

Anyone who has seen the country between the two places will

know how utterly absurd this notion is. And are we to imagine

any high roads at all through the gorges and defiles of Messene
and of Laconia ? At no period of Greek history down to the

present day was such a journey possible. It follows that we
cannot infer the historical or geographical knowledge of this

age from a poet who deliberately drew his pictures, even of

Greece, from fancy, and not from observation.

It is therefore likely that this geographical vagueness was
the result of intentional archaicising, of an affected ignorance,

by the clever rhapsodist. If it had been confined to the far

West, and then only, could we explain it by the antiquity of the

poet and the narrow horizon of his geographical knowledge.
But even if this were not so, I could meet the objection in

another way. The received dates for the foundation of the

Greek colonies are all derived from Sicilian AnhcEologia of

Thucydides at the opening of his sixth book. All these dates

were evidently borrowed from Antiochus of Syracuse, and we
need not extend to this old logographer the superstitious

reverence generally accorded to every statement of Thucydides.
I hope to show more fully in Hermatheiia that Dionysius

probably composed his history for the purpose of glorifying his

native Syracuse, then the leading city among all the western

Hellenic colonies. He was prevented by the ancient temple
of Apollo Archegetes at Naxos, and the customs attached to it,

from asserting the greater antiquity of Syracuse to this town,
but he placed his native city next, and by the smallest possible

interval, and then dated all the other colonies with reference to

Syracuse as really the capital of S'cily. This is manifest from

Thucydides' account.

But how did Antiochus fix the date of the founding of

Syracuse ? Surely by no careful reasoning backward from

later and clearer history, by no examination of existing records,

' 7 49ii sq.
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but rather by reasoning downward from an assumed date of

Heracles to Archias the founder, who was the eleventh in de-

scent from that hero. This would give 330 years from Heracles

to Archias' maturity. Let us note that Pheidon of Argos was

for the very same reason misdated to 747 B.C.

Starting, I believe, from this i priori determination, Antio-

chus seems to have reversed the natural history of Grt;ek coloni-

sation in the West, for the sake of glorifying Syracuse. Other

legends tell of Archias helping the founder of Corcyra ; they

tell of his helping, on his way to Sicily, the Greek settlers in

southern Italy.' Surely this indicates what really happened.

Greek setders first occupied Corcyra, then they pushed on to

Italy, and, avoiding the barren shore north of Otranto, found

rich plains about the Liris, of which Archilochus speaks (I think)

as of new discoveries. Thence they found their way to Sicily.

I do not believe that this latter island was colonised till after

700 B.C., and that the whole Sicilian chronology found in all

our Greek histories rests on the imaginary basis laid down by

Antiochus.

In order to bring my history of the Homeric question up to

the present date, I here add that Kirchhoff's text of the Odyssey

and his critical essays have just appeared in a new and more

complete form (die homerische Odyssee, 2nd ed., Berlin, 1879).

In the preface to this book Kirchhofif sums up briefly the leading

points of his theory, which is here more definitely stated than in

his previous essays. He holds our Odyssey to be made up (i)

of the old Nostos of Odysseus,^ composed at a very early date,

complete in itself, and of the highest poetic merit, but composed
when epic composition was already at its zenith, and far from

its rude beginnings. (2) An early continuation of this Nostos

by a later poet, but still before the first Olympiad in date. This

poet sang the adventures of Odysseus after his return,^ embody-

ing in his work many shorter lays which we cannot now sever.

That this poet was not identical with the composer of the

Nostos, Kirchhoff infers with perfect confidence * from the fact

that in poetical merit he is far beneath him. Aus diesem fiir

1 Cf. MiiUer, FHG. i. p. 183.
* a^v 184.

3 V 182-4/ 296.
•

p. 496
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itch allein vollig durchschlagenden Grunde ist es ganz unmog-

lich Identitdt der Verfasser anzunehmen. (3) But anyone who

looks into these separately printed divisions of Kirchhoff's text

will notice long passages in a smaller type. These are due to

the later redaction of the poem, about 01. 30, by a person of no

poetic power, who expanded the earlier work, and in his day

combined the whole with all manner of needless and disturbing

interpolations.

The reader will easily see how far I am disposed to agree

with this definite theory. I am unable to feel the decided

inferiority of the second poet, and I see no evidence that he

must have lived before 776 B.C. But in holding a conscious

combination of larger unities by a poet artist in the eighth cen-

tury, Kirchhoff seems to me correct. How far the redactor of the

thirtieth Olympiad is necessary cannot be determined without

an intricate discussion. The usual German feature of settling

antiquity, and denying identity, according to subjective notions

as to poetic merit, has not diminished in Kirchhoff's now long-

matured views.
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Hirro II. ofSyracuse, 412
Hilarodia, 408
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HIL

Hilarotragoidia, 409
Hipparchus, 26, 28, 197

Hippocrates, 66, 127

Hippolytus of Euripides, 333 sq.

Hipponax, 99, 187, 194 sq.

Hirschipr, 450
Hobbes, T., 45
Hoffmann, 333
Holden, 470
Holm, 406, 410
Homer, 2, 3, 4, 8-10, 14-21, 22 sq.,

102, 103, 113, 117, 146, 275, 312,

340, 352, 365, 372, 426
Homer, derivation of, 23, 521
Homeric Controversy reviewed, Eng-

lish and German methods com-

pared, 62, 63 ;
result of, 81 sq.

Homeridae at Chios, 28

Horace, i8r, 182, 183, 185, 196, 216,

234. 309. 332. 403
Hutton, Mr. R. H., 384
Hymenaus, 19, 20

Hymn to Aphrodite, 132 ; to Her-

mes, 133 ;
to Demeter, 134 ; to

Delian and Pythian Apollo, 28, 32,

130
Hymns ascribed to Homer, 66 sq.,

129 sq.

Hyperbolus, 429, 430
Hypereides, 486
Hyporcheme, 166 ;

in the Ajax, 308

IALEMUS,
18, 19

Ibis, of Callimachus, 148

Ibycus, 194, 198, 204 sq.

Idoraeneus of Crete, 50 (critic)

Ilgen, 93
Iliad, 18 sq.
Indices

;
vid. Concordances

Ion (of Chios), 191, 192, 249, 281
;

333, 391 sq.
Ion of Euripides, 348 sq.
Ionian Bards, 16

Ionic Epos, 18

lophon, 282, 333, 394
Iphigeneia in Aulis, of Euripides,

367 sq.

Iphigeneia among the Tauri, 354 sq.

Isocraies, 191, 203, 214, 217 (cf. to

Pindar), 353, 396, 489

LEG

JACOB, A.. 45, 59
I Jacobs, F., 264, 418

*^
Jahn, O., 409

Jebb, Professor, 319

Josephus, 116

Juvenal, 293

KAMMER,
61

Keats, 263
Keil, 469
Keil and Merkel's Apollonius, 151

Kepaunor, 37
K^UKo; yo'/uio!, II4
Kimmerians, 81

Kimon, 391, 426, 430
Kinadologia, 409
Kinaethon, 87, 114
Kinesias, 423
Kinwelmersh, 365
Kirchhoff, 27, 56, 59, 60, 61, 63,

80, 81, 114, 333, 340, 388, 525
Ktflaptcrig and KiflopwSiKT), 167
KAe'a al'Spwr, 16
Klein (Hist, of the Drama), 319,

326, 423, 466
Kleito, 321
Klinger, 333
Klotz, 95
Knight, Payne, 52, 54
Knights of Aristophanes, 442 sq.,

cited, 443
Kochly, 51
Kock, 389, 444, 448, 453, 459
Kohler (Germ. Instit. of Ath.),

247
Komanudes, 247
Kora.x, 404
Kyme in Asia Minor, 96
Kypselids, dynasty of, 189

LA BRUYERE, 485
Lachmann, 36, 49, 50, 51, 56,

57. 70, 95. 37S
Lagrange-Chancel, 357
La Haqie, 313, 336
Lalaire, M. Lodin de, 263
Lampros, 280

Lang, Mr., 44, 45
Laprade, M. V. de, 263
Larissa, 11

La Roche, 41, 43
Lascaris, Const., 93
Lascaris, Janus, 41, 389
Lasus of Hermione, 210, 211, 23T, 234
La Touche, Guiniond de, 357
Le Clerc, 357, 371

Legouv^, E., 332, 367
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LEG

Le Gras, Jacques, 121

Lehmann, 113
Lehrs, C, 38, 41, 51, 107
Lehrs, F. S. (ed. Hesiod), 120
Lelantine War, 98, loi, 102

Leleges, 11

I^emercier, 267
Lemoine, 337
Leogoras' Diple, 37
Leonicus Cretensis, 93
Leonidas (on Tyrtseus), 162

Lesbos, 181

Lesches, 87, 89, 118, 308
Levey, R. M. (music to Ipkigenia),

372
Lewis, Sir G., 95
Lexica, Homeric, 43 ; ^schylean,
276 ; Sophoclean, 319 ; Euripidean,

389 ; Theocritean, 419 ; Aristopha-
nic, 470 ;

cf. also Concordances

Licymnius, 393
Linus-song, 4, 14, 18, 19, 20

; speci-
men of, 20

Linwood, 276
Little Iliad, of Lesches, 87
Livius Andionicus, 44
Lloyd, Mr. Watkiss, 261-2

Lobeck, 401
Lobo (Argive), 201

Logographers, 32
Longepierre, 293, 332
Longinus, 112, 184, 225
Lorenz, A. O. F. (ed. Epicharmus),

401, 404, 406, 411
Loukanis (trans. Homer), 45
Liibker, 324
Lucas, 332
Lucillus Tarrseus, 151
Lucretius, 125, 126, 127
Luscius Lavinius, 487
Luther, Martin, 77
Lycomidae, 14

Lycophron (poet), 336
Lycos (tyrant in Here. Fur.), 346
Lycurgus (orator), 33, 237, 245, 281,

323
Lycurgus (Spartan legislator), 15, 24,

26

Lycus (prophet), 15
Lygdamis, 146

Lyric poetry, earliest form of Greek

poetry, 4 ;
handmaid of the drama,

6
; 156 sq., 179 sq., cf. with modern,

182-3, 206 sq.

Lysandcr, 147

Lysistrata of Aristophanes, 453
I^ytton, Lord, 201, 263, 277

MIM

MACHON,
479

MacPherson, 45
Mseson, 400
Magister, Thomas, 440
Magnes, 424
Magodia, 409
Mahabharata, 328
Mai, Cardinal, 42
Maistre, Jos. de, 261

Mal^zieux, 319
Mandeville, 128

Maneros, 14
Manilius, 117

Maquin, Ch., 261

Marcian MS. of Iliad at Venice, 37,

39, 41. 42
Margites, 21, 30, 32, 67, 90, 398
Mariette, M., 171
Markland, 343, 373
Markscheffel, 113, 115
Marmontel, 289, 341
Martello, 357
Martial, 92
Massaliotic edition of Homer, 35
Matron, 409
Mattaire, 93
Matthifie, 93, 389
Medea of Euripides, 329 sq.

Megacles (Megacleides?), 112

Alegara, 152
Meineke, 196, 322, 364, 417 (on Theo-

critus), 423, 424, 426, 427, 429, 438,

462, 472-489, passim
Mf An;XTro6ta, 1^4
Melanchros, 179
Melanchthon, 93
Melanthius, 394, 427
Meleager, 19, 72
Meletus, 395
Melic poetry, 156, 165 sq.

Melissus, 124
Menander, 84, 375, 380, 428, 429,

466, 474, 479, 482, 485 sq.

Mendelssohn, F., 289, 329, 372
Mercenaries, Greek, 29
Merivale, Dean, 45
Merkel, 277
Merry (ed. Odyssey), 43
Metres, variety of, in Euripides, 382
Metrodorus of Lampsacus, 33
Midas of Phrygia, epitaph on, cited,

140
Midas, 25
Milman, 211, 268

Miltiades, 431
Milton, 263, 277, 305, 327, 329
Mimes, 407

I
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MIM

Mimnermus, 158, 166, 173 sq., 191,

194, 197, 210
; fragment cited, 174

Minas, 95

Minyans, ir, 87
Mitchell (editor of Aristophanes), 442,

450, 470
Mnesarchus (Mnesarchides ?), 321

Mnesilochus, 322, 428
Moliere, 404, 435, 485
Mollendorf, W. 490
Mommsen, Th. 99
Mommsen (Tycho), 223
Monk, 329, 337, 373
Monro, Mr. D. B., 28, 41

Moore, A. (trans. Pindar), 225
Moore, Thoma^:, 197, 420
Morice, F. D. (trans. Pindar), 225
Morris, Mr. W., 329, 333
Morsimus, 394
Morychides (Arc/ion), 423
Moschion, 253

Moschopulos (Manuel), 40, 93, 118,

418
Moschus, 152, 419 sq.

MoOcTd, etymology of, 12

MuUach, (FPG.) 93, 128

Miiller, Carl {FHG.), 24
Miiller, K. O., 162, 192
Miiller, W., 44, 54
Mijller-Siriibing, 450
Munatus (gramm.), 418
Mure, Colonel, 52, 53, 54, 69, 73, 75,

88, 89, 171, 180

Murray, F., 329
Musaeus, 10, 13, 14, 97. ri4, 153,

154
Muses, three, 12

Musgrave, 45, 337, 389
Miitzell, 120

Mycenae, 291-2
Myers, Mr. Ernest, 225 (trans. Pin-

dar)

Myllus, 400, 423
Myrtilus, 179

Myrtis, 211, 226

N^VIUS,
371

Nauck, 318, 389
NaviraKTta £71-7), 96, II5
Nazianzen, Gregory, 374, 407, 490

Neophron, 329, 331, 337, 391
Nestor, 9, 18

Newman, F. W., 45

Nibelungen Lied, 49, 56
Nicanor, 39
Niccolini, 306, 332

PAR

Nicolai, 387, 438, 462
Nicolaus (of Damascus), 25, loi

Niebuhr, 48
Nietzsche, 98, 105, 116, 118

Nikanor, 418
Nikias (of Kos), 185 ;

or of Miletus,

a physician, 412
Nikias, Athenian general, 428, 430, 442
Nitzsch, 29, 43, 50, 58, 59
Nd«o?, 166

Nonnus, IT9
Nosiol, 86, 87
Novius, 365
Ni/f eori, 17

OBELUS,
Aristarchus", 36, 37

Ochlocracy, Athenian, 360, 428

Odysseus' character in Odyssey, 83

Odyssey, 8, 18, 19, 20, 22, sq. ;

523 sq.

CEagrus, 14
CEcoHomics, 105

Qidipus Tyrannus (of Sophocles),

297 sq.

CEdipus at Colon us, 303 sq.

Oi'fiT), oifio?, 129
Olen, 14, 15

Olympus (the ai'Aijrixoi), 167

Olympus, Mt., 65
Onomacritus, 10, 13, 22, 29, 30, 35
Oracular poetry, 15
Orelli, 192
Orestes, of Euripides, 361 sq.

Orpheus (Thracian bard), 10, 12, 13,

14, 114
Orpheus, of Croton, 28

Orphic poems, 10

Orphic rites, 10, 30
Osann, 163
Ovid, 19s, 297, 309, 313, 332, 336, 345

PACUVIUS,
309, 357

Pcsan, 166

Paley, Mr. F. A., 27, 43, 47, 52, 57, 58,

60, 120, 146, 225, 276, 282, 389, 419
Pamphos, 14
Paneides (nofft'Sov i|/^4>o<:), 99
Pantomimes, cf. to satyric dramas, 232

Panyasis, 145

Papyri, with fragments of Horc^r,

42 ;
of Alcman, 172

Ptirabasis, 433 and 434
ParasUe (of Epicharmus), 405
Parmenides, 123 ; (citation from) 125,

126
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PAR

Pamell's Pandora, 121

Parrhasius, 309
Parthenius, 194
Particularism, a feature of Greek

poetry, 5
Patin, M. (tragiques grecs), 241,

253, 254, 258, 261, 264, 293, 296,

305. 307. 309. 326, 327. 33'5. 332.

339. 343. 345. 347. 3Si. 355. 358.

365. 375. 379. 412
Patroclus, 74
Pausanias, 11, 12, 14, 26, 28, 87,

105, 109, 117, 121, 145, 169, 203,

236, 292, 348
Peace of Aristophanes, 450
Peisander, 429, 453
Peisistratus, 26, 28 (commission on

Homer), 35, 47, 48, 51, 67, 234,

480
Pelasgi, II

Pelasgic Letters, 11

Penelope, 84
Penon, 44
Pergamus, School of, 33, 39
Periander, 178, 200

Pericles, 57, 247, 280, 298, 422, 426,

428, 431
Pernice, 459
Pdrouse, 332
PerscB of ^schylus, 253 sq. ; cited,

25s
Persius, 196, 408-9, 486
Personal Poetry, 155 sq., i86 sq.

Phagdrus, 332
Phallic processions, 398
Phaon, 180

Pheidias, 472
Pheidon, 292
Phemius, 8

Phemonoe, 15
Pherecrates, 427 sq.

Philammon, 14
Philemon (poet), 482, 486, 490
Philetas, 35, 194, 412, 415
Philippides, 480, 484
Philiscus, 253
Philo, 177
Philochorus, 24
Philocles (tragicus), 302, 313, 394
Philoctetes, 19; Philoctetes of Soph.,

309 sq.
Philommeides (Aphrodite), 17
Philonides, 428, 436, 448, 457
Philopoemen, 189
Philo.venus, 228, 395
Phlyakographia, 409
Phocion, 459

PRA

Phoenician letters, 11

PhxniiscB of Euripides, 363 sq.

Phokylides,i62, 187, 188
Phormio (Admiral), 431
Phormis (or PhormosJ, 401, 427
"fopoir 15, 115

Phrygo-Thracians, 12

Phrynichus (comicus), 428, 452, 457
Phrynichus (tragicus), 235 sq., 274,

374
Pieria, 12

Pierron, M. A., 43
Pigres (epicus), 90
Pindar, 6, 16, 31, 67, 103, 121, 156,

160, 165, 166, 170, 182, 204, 207,
2H sq., 225, 273, 312, 403, 413,

414— citations from, 220 sq.
Pisander of Cameirus, 145
Pittacus, 178, 179, 181, 201

Planudes, 95
Platen, Aug. von, 354, 466
Plato (philosopher), 10, 31-4, 57.

67, 94, 104, 109, 117, 123, 124,

146, 191, 193, 203, 215, 281, 320,

349. 377. 386, 403. 405. 407. 408,

439. 447. 4^0. 468, 472, 477
Plato (comicus), 429, 457
Platonius, 438
Plautus, 403, 408, 482, 483, 484
Pleiad, 7, 396
nAoKior (of Menander), 487

Plumptre, Mr., 289, 319
Plutarch, 23, 28, 92, 97, 117, 118,

146, 163, 168, 176, 184, 227, 257,

324, 348, 358, 399, 408, 428, 468

(on Aristophanes), 489
Plutus of Aristophanes, 461 sq.

Poetry, developed before prose, 2 ;

real poetry originated by the people,

4, 5 ;
anterior to Homer, 15, 17

Pollux, 163, 168

Polycrates (of Samos), 196

Polydorus (Spartan king), 170

Polygnotus, 244
Polyidos, 356
Polymnestus of Colophon, 168

Pompignan, Lefranc dc, 263

Pope, 44, 128

Popular songs, ancient, 19

Porphyry, 23, 39, 40
Porson, 43, 177, 363, 367
Posidippus (comicus), 484
Potter, 319, 329, 372, 389
Pradon, 336, 337
Pratinas, 228, 231 sq., 237, 377 ; frag-
ment cited, 231
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PRA

Praxilla, 226, 228

Prendergast, Mr., 43
Preston's translation of Apollonius, 152

Prevost, 389
Proclus, 86, 118

Prodicus, 321
Prometheus Vinctus of .^schylus,

258 sq.

ITpocrofitor, 166

Protagoras, 321, 386
Protesildus, 19

^anarixo?, 27

^uxay^vta (in Odyssey), 53

Ptolemy Philadelphus, 412, 414, 416,

476
Pylus, 9
Pyrrho, 409
Pythagoras, 32
Pythagorean Books, 10

QUINET,
Edgar, 261, 263

Quintilian, 115, 147, 148, 332,

400
Quintus Calaber, 313
Quintus Smyrnasus, 89, 153

RACINE,
253, 277, 328, 336, 337,

339. 349. 371. 416, 449
Raffaelle, 291
Rameau, 337
Rauchenstein, 217
Ravenna (MS. of Aristoph.), 469
Reiske, 418

Religious Poetry, 9 sq.

Rhapsodists, school of, 25, 26, 28

Rhesus, the, 375 sq.

Rhianus, 33, 147

Rhinthon, 408
Rhodopis, 179
Ribbeck, 2g9, 442, 444
Richter, Julius, 450, 451, 470
Ristori, Mde., 333
Ritschl, 469
Rivalry among early poets, 8

Rogers, Mr., 448, 450, 451, 455, 47°
Rose Val., 198
Rotrou, 288, 366, 371
Ruccellai, 357
Riickert, 419, 453
Rumpel, 419

SACCHINI,
306

Sack of Ilium, 87
Sakadas of Argos, 163, 168

SON

Sallebray, 352
Sannazaro, 419
Sappho, 20, 174, 179 sq., 205, 411 ;

fragment cited, 184

Satyric drama, 232, 233

Sayce, Professor, 493 (Appendix A.)

Scepticism in Macedonia, 374
Schiller, 48, 258, 364,367, 372, 376

Schlegel, Aug., 274, 276, 336, 351,

358. 375
Schlegels, the, 48
Schliemann, Dr., 292
Schneider, O., 95
Schneider, J., 469
Schneidewin, 217, 318
Schbll, 319, 326
Schomann, 78
Schone, 375
Schrevelius, 43
Scott, Sir W., 365, 384, 459
Seber, 43
Seneca, 34, 288, 297, 302, 332, 333,

336, 345. 348, 352. 365

Sengebusch, 56, 6i, 80, 81

Senneville, M., 263
Separatists, 36, 37, 38, 53 sq.

Septem v. Theb. cited, p. 256 sq.

Sextus Empiricus, 123, 128

Shakespeare, 82, 84, 177, 270, 304,

325. 345. 348, 363. 366, 430. 435
Shelley, 125, 263, 278, 379
Shield of Hercules, 112

Sibillet, 371
Sicilian Colonies, archaeology of, 523
Sicilian Pastoral, 5, 409
Sicilians, the, 400— improvisation among, 410
Silenus, as satyric character, 233
Simonides of Amorgos, 94, 99, iii,

115, 161, 188

Simonides (of Ceos), 6, 31, 160, 193,

194, 207 sq., 227, 248, 273, 402,

414 ; fragments cited, 209
Simplicius, 124, 128

Sivry, Poinsinet de, 470
Skopadas of Thessaly, 207
Smith, J. Russell, 93
Smith, Edmund, 337
Smyrna, 82

Socrates, 34, 361, 363, 385, 428,445-7
Solon, 22, 26, 28, 29, 158, 166, 167,

175 sq., 189, 190, 234, 365, 431
Solon's elegy on nine ages of man,

cited, 177 sq.

Sommariva, 93

Song of Solomon, known to Theocri-

tus, 417
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SOP

Sophists, 33

Sophocles, 32, 83, 149, 151, 177,

226, 232, 269, 275, 279 sq., 322, 323

325, 326, 331, 335, 341, 347, 356,

357. 359. 3^5. 363, 369, 375, 380,

381, 385, 387, 428, 465, 467
Sophocles, the younger, 394
Sophron, 196, 406 sq., 411
Sotades, 409
Spartan State, 163-4, 170

Spencer, Earl (Althorp Library), 93
Stasinus, 86

Statius, 92, 288, 365
Statues, of Sophocles, 281 ;

of Euri-

pides, 323 ;
of Posidippus, 484

Steitz, A., 107, 113
Stephanus (editor), 43, 120, 418
Stesichorus, 5, 6, 16, 31, 93, 105,

112, 113, 156, 182, 183, 184, 202

sq., 290, 353
Stesimbrotus of Thasos, 30
Stichomuihia, dramatic character of,

343
Stigme, 37
Stobasus. 146, 159, 175, 176, 190,

228, 314, 331, 380, 391, 427, 488
Strabo, 11, 13, loi, iii, 159, 168,

175, 291
Strattis, 365
Suetonius, 293
Siryvpa/oi/iiaTa (on Homer), 37
Suidas, 14, 15, 23, 30, 40, 95, 146,

212, 234, 321, 375, 388, 390, 391,

414, 425, 440
Suppllces of yEschylus, citations from,

251 sq. ;
of Euripides, 341 sq.

Susarion, 399, 421
Susemihl, 157
Swanwick, Miss (trans. Agamemnon),

268, 277
Swift, 159
Swinburne, Mr., 13, 277, 278, 380
Symmachus, 469
Synionds, Mr., 97, 125, 128, 194, 211

Syracosius, law of, against lampoon-
ing. 451

Syriac palimpsest of Homer, 42

TABULA
ILIACA, 42

Tacitus, 332
Talfourd's /o«, 351
Tarentum, 200

Tasso, 365
Telecleides (comicus), 428

Telegoni.a, 86, 87
Telestes (lyricus), 228

TRO

Tellen, 400
Tennyson, Mr., 45, 304
Terence, 482, 483, 486, 487, 488
Terpander, 116, 167, 168

Tetralogies, tragic, 246
Teuffel, 448
Thales, 189, 201

Thaletas, 24, 25, 168

Thamyris, 8, 9, 14, 15

Theagenes (of Rhegium), 22, 25. 30,

67
Theagenes (of Megara), 399
Theatre, plan of, &c., 237 sq.

Themistius, 422
Themistocles, 227, 236
Theocritus, 5, 7, 15, 118, 152, 185,

202, 360, 375, 378, 403, 407, 411 sq.
Theodectes, 309, 313, 396
Theognis, 99, 102, 103, 116, 146, 167,

178, 186, 187, 189 sq., 194
Theogonies, 9, 16

Theogony, Hesiod's, 13, 17, 109 sq.

Theon, 151, 418
Theophrastus, 213, 485
Theopompus, 163, 170

ThesmophorLazuscB of Aristophanes,
455 sq.

Thespis, 233 sq.,374
Thiersch, 107, 456
Thracian school of minstrels, 12, 56
Thracians, 11, 12, 13

Thrasyllus, 343
Threnos, 2c, 21, 166

Thucydides, 32, 67, 105, 107, 145,

193. 275, 316, 322, 524
Timanthes, 309
Timocles (comicus), 478
Timocreon of Rhodes, 227, 228 ; ci-

tation from, 227
Timon the Sillograph, 33,409
Timotheus, 228

Tischendorf, 490
Tisias (Stesichorus), 202
Tisias (rhetor), 404
Tollius, 40
Tolynus, 400
TrackinicE of Sophocles, 294 sq.

Tragedy, rise of, 230 sq.
Translations of Homer, 44, 45
Tremenheere, 225
Trench, Archbishop, 97
Trendelenburg, 40
Tricliniiis, 418
Trilogies, tragic, 264
Trincavelli, 120

Tritogencia (Athene), 17
Troades of Euripides, 351 sq.
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TRY

Tryphiodorus, 153
Twesten, A., 107

Tydeus, 19

Tynnichus, 248

Tyrrell, Mr. R. Y. (ed. Eurip.

Bacch.), 375
Tyrtaeus, 159, 160, 162-164, 166, 190

Tzetzes, 40, 105, n8, 119, 121, 153,

438

UHLAND,
354

'Yirofii'TJ/iiaTO, 37 4*^

Uschner, 120

VALCKENAER,
337, 366, 375.

389
Valla, 44, 121

Van Manders, 44
Varro (Reatinus), 263, 309—

(Atacinus), 148
Vater, 373, 377

Vergil, 46, 148, 150, 171, 288, 293,

316, 330, 336. 339. 345. 352, 417.

419
Vico, 46
Villemain, 263, 268, 305
Villoison, 40, 41, 43, 46
Vitz (on Iph. Aid.), 373
Voltaire, 46, 77, 262, 263, 293, 302,

327. 332, 336. 357
Von Leutsch, 216

Vosmaer, 44
Voss, 45, 120, 419. 470

WACHSMUTH,
C, 41, 409

Warton, 418

Wasps of Aristophanes, 448 sq.

Weber, CM. (composer), 291

Weil, H., 276, 389,490
Welcker, 85, 88, 89, 94, 180, i 2,

261, 314, 319, 396. 406, 448. 459

ZOP

Wellauer, 151, 276
West, Richard, 343, 372
Westphal's Griechische Musik, 165,

216

Whitehead, W., 351
Whitman, Walt, 407
Wieland, 350, 353
Wilamowitz-Mollendorff, 490
Woermann, K., 42
Wolf, F. A., 26, 43, 46 sq. ; 93, 120,

448
Wood, 46
Woodhull (trans. Eurip.), 389
Wordsworth, Bishop, 419
Works and Days of Hesiod, 98 sq.

Worslev (trans. Odyssey), 45
Wright (trans. Odyssey), 45
Writing, early specimens of, 27
Wunder (ed. Sophocles), 318
WUstemann (ed. Theocritus), 418

^ ANTHU.S (Poet), 202

_/\^ Xenarchus, 407
Xenokles, 351
Xenon (Separatist), 36
Xenophanes, 6, 32, 34, 117, 122, 124,

125, 146, 187, 18&, 403, 409
Xenophanes' fragment on a feast

cited, 188 sq,

Xenophon, 109, 117, 149,408, 430

ZAMAGNA,
121

Zarichus (brother of Sappho, 179
Zeller, 128

Zeno (the Stoic), 117, (the Eleatic)

124
Zenodotus, 33, 35 sq.

Ziegler, 185, 192, 41S, 420
Zingarelli, 289
Zoega, 46
Zoilus ('Scourge of Homer'). 34

Zopyrus of Heraclea, 29
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Creighton's Histery of the Papacy during the Reformation. 8vo. Vols. 1 and 2,

32«. Vols. 3 and 4, 24*.

De Tocqueville's Democracy in America. 2 vols, crown 8vo. 16*.

D'Herisson's The Black Cabinet. Crown 8vo. 7s. Gd.

Doyle's English in America : Virginia, Maryland, and the Carolinas, 8vo. 18*.

_ _ — The Puritan Colonies, 2 vols. 8vo. 36«.

Epochs of Ancient History. Edited by the Rev. Sir G. W. Cox, Bart, and C.

Sankey, M.A. With Maps. Pep. 8vo. price 2s. 6d. each.

Ihne's Rome to its Capture by the

Gauls.
Merivale's Roman Triumvirates.

Sankey's Spartan and Theban Supre-
macies.

Smith's Rome and Carthage, the

Punic Wars.

With Maps. Fcp. 8vo.

.^'

Beesly's Gracchi, Marius, and Sulla.

Capes's Age of the Antonines.— Early Roman Empire.
Cox's Athenian Empire.— Greeks and Persians.

Curteis's Rise of the Macedonian

Empire.

Epochs of Modem History. Edited by C. Colbeck, M.A.

price 2s. 6d. each.

Church's Beginning of the Middle Longman's Frederick the Great and

j^ges. the Seven Years' War.

Oox's Crusades. Ludlow's War of American Inde-

Creighton's Age of Elizabeth. pendeuce.

Gairdner's Houses of Lancaster M'Carthy's Epoch of Reform, 1830-

and York. 1850.

Gardiner's Puritan Revolution. Moberly's The Early Tudors.
— Thirty Years' War. Morris's Age of Queen Anne.
— {Mr8.)FrenohRevolution,

— The Early Hanoverians.

1789-1790. Seebohm's Protestant Revolution.

Hale's Fall of the Stuarts. Stubbs's The Early Plantagenets.

Johnson's Normans in Europe. Warburton's Edward III.

Epochs of Church History. Edited by the Rev. MandeU Creighton, M.A.

Fcp. 8vo. price 2s. Gd. each.

Brodrick's A History of the Uni-

versity of Oxford.
Carr's The Chuich and the Roman
Empire.

Overton's The Evangelical Revival
In the Eighteenth Century.

Perry's The Reformation in England,
Plummer's The Church of the Early

Fathers.
Tucker's The English Church In

other Lauds.

,* Other Volume^ in preparation,
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Buckle's (H. T.) Miscellaneous and Posthumous Works. 2 vols, orown 8vo. 21«.

Crump's A Short Enquiry into the Formation of English Political Opinion.
8vo. 7t. 6d.

Dowell's A History of Taxation and Taxes in England, 4 vols. 8vo. 4Bs.

Green's (Thomas Hill) Works. (3 vols.) Vols. 1 & 2, Philosophical Works. 8vo.
lOi. each-

Hume's Essays, edited by Green & Grose. 2 vols. 8vo. 28«.

— Treatise of Human Nature, edited by Green &. Grose. 2 vols, 8vo. 28«.

Ladd's Elements of Physiological Psychology. 8vo. 21s.

Lang's Custom and Myth : Studies of Early Usage and Belief. Crown 8vo. 7*. 6d.

LesUe's Essays in Political and Moral Philosophy. 8vo. 10*. 6d.

Lewes's History of Philosophy. 3 vols. Svo. 32«.

Lubbock's Origin of Civilisation. Svo. 18*.

Macleod'a Principles of Economical Philosophy. In 2 vols. Vol. 1, 8vo. 16i.

Vol. 2, Part 1. 12s.

— The Elements of Economics. (2 vols.) Vol. 1, cr. Svo. Is. 6d. Vol. 2,
Part I. cr. Svo. 7*. 6d.

— The Elements of Banking. Crown Svo. 6».

— The Theory and Practice of Banking. Vol. 1, Svo. 125. Vol. 2, 14*.

— Economics for Beginners. Svo. 2s. Sd.

— Lectures on Credit and Banking. Svo. 5s.

Mill's (James) Analysis of the Phenomena of the Human Mind. 2 vols. Svo. 284.

Mill (John Stuart) on Representative Government. Crown Svo. 2s.

— — on Liberty. Crown Svo. Is. id.

— — Examination of Hamilton's Philosophy. Svo. 16j.

— — Logic. Crown Svo. 5s.

— — Principles of Political Economy. 2 vols. Svo. 30*. People's
Edition, 1 vol. crown Svo. 5s,

— — Subjection of Women. Crown Svo. 6*.

— — Utilitarianism. Svo. &s.

— — Ttu^e Essays on Religion, &c. Svo. 5s.

Mulhall's History of Prices since 1850. Crown Svo. 6*.

JlUUer's The Science of Thought. Svo. 21s.

Sandars's Institutes of Justinian, with English Notes. Svo. 18t.

Beebohm's English Village Community. Svo. 16*.

Sully's Outlines of Psychology. Svo. 12*. 6d.
— Teacher's Handbook of Psychology. Crown Svo. 6*. 6d.

Swinburne's Picture Logic. Post Svo. 5s.

Thompson's A System of Psychology. 2 vols. Svo. 36s.— The Problem of Evil. Svo. 10.<. 6rf.

Thomson's Outline of Necessary Laws o£ Thought. Crown Svo. 6s.

Twiss's Law of Nations in Time of War. Svo. 21.?.

_ — in Time of Peace. Svo. 15s.

Webb's The Veil of Isis. Svo. 10s. 6rf.

Whately's Elements of Logic. Crown Svo. 4s. 6d.— — — Rhetoric. Crown Svo. 4s. 6d.

Wylie'B Labour, Leisure, an<l Luxury. Crown Svo. 6s.

ZoUer's History of Eclecticism in Greek Phliosophy. Crown Svo. 10s. id,
— Plato and the Older Academy. Crown Svo. ISs.

— Pre-Socratic Schools. 2 vols, crown Svo. 30s.— Socrates and the Socratic Schools. Crown Svo. 10s. 6d.— Stoics, Epicureans, and Sceptics. Crown Svo. 16s.

— Outlines of the History of Greek Philosophy. Crown Svo. 10s. 6d.
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General Lists of Works.

MISCELLANEOUS WORKS.
A. K, H. B., The Essays and Contributiona of. Crown 8vo.

Autumn Holiaays of a Coantry Parson. 3*. 6d.
'

Changed Aspects of Unchanged Truths. 3.«. 6d.

Conunon-Place Philosopher in Town and Country. 3.». M,
Critical Essays of a Country Parson. Zs. 6d.

Counsel and Comfort spoken from a City Pulpit. 3.». 6rf.

Graver Thoughts of a Country Parson. Three Series. S,*, 6<i. eaob.

Landscapes, Churches, and Moralities. Zs. 6rf.

Leisure Hours in Town. 3^. 6d. Lessons of Middle Age. 3«. 8d.

Our Homely Comedy ; and Tragedy. 3.9. 6d.

Our Little Life. Essays Consolatory and Domestic. Two Series. 8j. 6d,

Present-day Thoughts. 3^. 6d. [each,

Kecreations of a Country Parson. Three Series. 3s. 6d. each.

Seaside Musings on Sundays and Week-Days . 3s. 6d.

Sunday Afternoons in the Parish Church of a University City. 3j. 6d.

Armstrong's (Ed. .7.) Essays and Sketches. Fcp. 8vo. 5s.

Arnold's (Dr. Thomas) Miscellaneous Works. 8vo. 7s. fid.

Bagehot's Literary Stadies, edited by Button. 2 vols. 8vo. 28j.

Beaconsfield (Lord), The Wit and Wisdom of. Crown 8vo. U. boards
;

1*. 6d. oL
Evans's Bronze Implements of (Jreat Britain. 8vo. 25j!,

Farrar's Lantjuage and Languages. Cro^^^l 8vo. 6s.

Froude's Short Studies on Great Subjects. 4 vols, crown 8vo. 24*.

Lang's Letters to Dead Authors. Fcp. 8vo. Gs. 6d,— Books and Bookmen. Crown 8vo. 6s. 6d,

Macaulay's Miscellaneous Writings. 2 vols. 8vo. 2\s, 1 vol. crown 8vo. 4*. Od,— Miscellaneous Writings and Speeches. Crown 8vo. Ss.

— Miscellaneous Writings, Speeches, Lays of Ancient Rome, &o.
Cabinet Edition. 4 vols, crown 8vo. 24s.— Writings, Selections from. Crown 8vo. 6s.

MUller'a (Max) Lectures on the Science of Language. 2 vols, crown 8to. ie«.— — Lectures on India. 8vo. 12«. 6d,

Proctor's Chance and Luck. Crown 8vo. 5j.

Smith (Sydney) The Wit and Wisdom of. Crown 8vo. Is. boards
; U. 6d. cloth.

ASTRONOMY.
Herschel's Outlines of Astronomy. Square crown 8vo. 12s.

Proctor's Larger Star Atlas. Folio, 15s. or Maps only, 12s. 6d.— New Star Atlas. Crown 8vo. 5*.— Light Seience for Leisure Hours. 3 Series. Crown Svo. 6s. each.
— The Moon. Crown 8vo. 6s.— Other Worlds than Ours. Crown Svo. 5s.— The Sun. Crown Svo. 14s.— Studies of Venus-Transits. 8vo. 5s.— Orbs Around Us. Crown 8vo. 5s.— Universe of Stars. 8vo. 10s. firf.

Webb's Celestial Objects for Common Telescopes. Crown Svo. 9s.

THE 'KNOWLEDGE' LIBRARY.
Edited by Richard A. Proctor.

How to Play Wliist. Crown Svo. 5s.

Home Wliist. 16mo. Is.

The Borderland of Science. Cr. Svo. 6s.

Nature Studies. Crown Svo. 6s.

Leisure Readings. Crown Svo. 6s.

The Stars in their Seasons. Imp. Svo. 6s.

Myths and Marvels of Astronomy.
Crown Svo. 6s.

Pleasant Ways in Science. Cr. Svo. 6«.

Star Primer. Crown 4to. 2s. 6d.

The Seasons Pictured. Demy 4to. 5*.

Strength and Happiness. Cr. Svo. 6s.

Rough Ways made Smooth. Cr. Svo. 6*.

The Expanse of Heaven. Cr. Svo. 6s.

Our Place among Infinities. Cr. Svo. 5s,
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CLASSICAL LANGUAGES AND LITERATURE.
^schylus, The Eumenides of. Text, with Metrical English Translation, by

J. F. Davies. 8vo. 7*.

Aristophanes' The Achamians, translated by R. Y. Tyrrell. Crown 8ro. 2». 6d.

Aristotle's The Ethics, Text and Notes, by Sir Alex. Grant, Bart. 2 vols. 8vo. 32*.
— The Nicomachean Ethics, translated by WiUiams, crown 8vo. It. 6d.— The Politics, Books I. III. IV. (VII.) with Translation, &c. by

Bolland and Lang. Crown 8vo. 7s. 6d,

Becker's Charicles and Gallus, by Metcalfe. Post 8vo. 7s. 6d. each.

Cicero's Correspondence, Text and Notes, by R. Y. Tyrrell. Vols. 1 & 2, 8vo.
123. each.

Homer's Iliad, Homometrically translated by Cayley. 8vo. 12s. 6d.— — Greek Text, with Verse Translation, bv W. C. Green. Vol. 1,
Books I.-XII. Crown 8vo. 6*.

Mahaffy's Classical Greek Literature. Crown 8vo. Vol. 1, The Poets, 7j. 6d.
Vol. 2, The Prose Writers, 7s. 6d.

Plato's Parmenides, with Notes, &c. by J. Magnire. 8vo. 7s. 6d.

Virgil's Works, Latin Text, with Commentary, by Kennedy. Crown 8vo. IOj. 6d.
—

.iEneid, translated into Engrlish Verse, by Coningtou. Crown Bvo. 9*.

— — — _ _ _ byW.J. Thornhill. Cr.8vo.7i.6d.
— Poems, — — — Prose, by Conington. Crown 8vo. 9s.

Witt's Myths of Hellas, translated by P. M. Younghusband. Crown 8vo. 8*. 6d.— The Trojan War, — — Fcp. 8vo. 2s.— The Wanderings of Ulysses, — Crown 8vo. 3*. 6d.

NATURAL HISTORY, BOTANY, & GARDENING.
Allen's Flowers and tlieir Pedigrees. Crown 8vo. Woodcuts, 5.i.

Decaisne and Le Maout's General System of Botany. Imperial 8vo. 81«. 6d.

Dixon's Rural Bird Life. Crown 8vo. Illustrations, 5*.

Hartwig's Aerial World, 8vo. 10s. 6d,

— Polar World, 8vo. 10s. ed.

— Sea and its Living Wonders. 8vo. 10*. 6d.

— Subterranean World, 8vo. 10s. 6d.

— Tropical World, 8vo. 10s. 6d.

Llndley's Treasury of Botany. 2 vols. fop. 8vo. 12i.

Loudon's Encyclopaedia of Gardening. 8vo. 21 1.

— — Plants. 8vo. 42i.

Rivers's Orchard House. Crown 8vo. 6s.

— Miniature Fruit Garden. Fcp. 8vo. 4.!.

Stanley's Familiar History of British Birds. Crown 8vo. 6j,

Wood's Bible Animals. With 112 Vignettes. 8vo. lOi. 6d.

— Common British Insects. Crown 8vo, 3*. 6d.

— Homes Without Hands, 8vo. 10s. Gd.

— Insects Abroad, 8vo. 10s. 6d,

— Horse and Man. 8to. 14*.

— Insects at Home. With 700 Illustrations. 8vo, 10*. 8d.

— Out of Doors. Crown 8vo. 5.?.

— Petland Revisited. Crown 8vo, 7s. 6rf.

— Strange Dwellings. Crown 8vo. 5s. Popular Edition, 4to. 8rf.
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PRIZE AND PRESENTATION BOOKS.
Jameson's Sacred and Legendary Art. 6 vols, square 8vo.

Legends of the Madonna. 1 vol. 21s.

— — — Monastic Orders 1 vol. 21i.

— — —- Saints and Martyrs. 2 vols. 31s. 6d.

— — — Saviour. Completed by Lady Eastlake. 2 vols. 42*,

Macaulay's Lays of Ancient Rome, illustrated by Scharf . Fcp. 4to. lOa. Gd.

The same, with Jv/t/ and the Armada, illustrated by Weguelin. Crovm 8vo. Ss. Sd.

New Testament (The) illustrated with Woodcuts after Paintings by the Early
Masters. 4to. 21^.

By Dr. G. Hartwg.
Sea Monsters and Sea Birds (from 'The
Sea and its Living Wonders '). With
76 Illustrations. Crown 8vo. 2s. Gd.

cloth extra, gilt edges.
Denizens of the Deep (from

' The Sea
and its Living Wonders ')• With 117

Illustrations. Crown 8vo. Si. 6d. cloth

extra, gilt edges.
Dwellers in the Arctic Regions (from

' The Sea and its Living Wonders ')•

With 29 Illustrations. Crown 8vo.
24'. 6d, cloth extra, gilt edges.

Winged Life in the Tropics (from
' The

Tropical World '). With 55 Illustra-

tions. Crown 8vo. '2s. 6d. cloth extra,

gilt edges.
Volcanoes and Earthquakes (from 'The
Subterranean World'). With 30

Illustrations. Crown 8vo. 2s. Gd.

cloth extra, gUt edges.
Wild Animals of the Tropics (from

' The
Tropical World'). With 66 Illustra-

tions. Crown 8vo. 3s. Gd. cloth extra,

gilt edges.

By the Rev. J. G. Wood.
The Branch Builders (from

' Homes
without Hands'). With 28 Illustra-

tions. Crown 8vo. 2s. Gd. cloth extra,
gilt edges.

Wild Animals of the Bible (from
' Bible

Animals'). With 29 Illustrations.

Crown 8vo. Ss. Gd. cloth extra, gilt

edges.
Domestic Animals of the Bible (from

'Bible Animals'). With 23 Illus-

trations. Crown 8vo. 3*. Gd. cloth

extra, gilt edges.
Bird Life of the Bible (from

' Bible

Animals'). With 32 Illustrations.

Crown 8vo. S.v. Gd. cloth extra, gilt

edges.
Wonderful Nests (from ' Homes with-

out Hands '). With 30 Illustrations.

Crown 8vo. is. Gd. cloth extra, gilt

edges.
Homes Under the (Jround (from

' Homes without Hands '). With
28 Illustrations. Crown 8vo. 3s. Gd.

cloth extra, gilt edges.

CHEMISTRY ENGINEERING, &. GENERAL SCIENCE.
Amott's Elements of Physics or Natural Philosophy. Crown 8vo. 12s. Gd.

Barrett's EngUsh Glees and Part-Songs : their Historical Developmeat.
Crown 8vo. 7s. Gd.

Bourne's Catechism of the Steam Engine, Crown 8vo. 7s, Gd.

— Handbook of the Steam Engine. Fcp. 8vo. 9s.

— Recent Improvements in the Steam Engine. Fcp. <vo. 6*.

Buckton's Our Dwellings, Healthy and Unhealthy. Crown 8vo. St. 64,

Clerk's The Gas Engine. With Illustrations. Crown 8vo. 7s. Gd.

Crookes's Select Methods in Chemical Analysis. 8vo. 24*.

Cnlley's Handbook of Practical Telegraphy. 8vo. 16*.

Fairbaim's Useful Information for Engineers. 3 vols, crown 8vo. 81j. Od.

— Mills and Millwork. 1 vol. 8vo. 25s.

Qanot's Elementary Treatise on Phvaics, by Atkinson. Large crown 8vo. lit.

— Natural Philosophy, by Atkinson. Crown 8vo. 7.J. Gd.

Grove's Correlation of Physical Forces. 8vo. l&s.

Haughton's Six Lectures on Physical Geography. 8vo. 15».
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8 General Lists of Works.

Helmholtz ou the Sensations of Tone. Royal 8vo. iSs.

Helmholtz's Lectures on Scientific Subjects. 2 vols, crown 8vo. 7i. 6rf. each.

Hudson and Gosse's The Rotifera or ' Wheel Animalcules.' With 30 Coloured
Plates. 6 parts. 4to. 10*. Sd. each. Complete, 2 vols. 4to. £3. lOi.

Hullah's Lectures on the History of Modem Music. 8vo. Ss, 6cl.

— Transition Period of Musical History. 8vo. 10*. 6d.

Jackson's Aid to Engineering Solution. Royal 8vo. 21«.

Jago's Inorganic Chemistry, Theoretical and Practical. Fop. 8vo. 2».

Jeans' Railway Problems. 8vo. I2s. 6rf.

Kolbe's Short Text-Book of Inorganic Chemistry. Crown 8vo. Is. 6rf.

Lloyd's Treatise on Magnetism. 8vo. 10*. 6rf.

Macalister's Zoology and Morphology of Vertebrate Animals. 8vo. 10#. 6d.

Macfarren's Lectures on Harmony. 8vo. 1 2s.

Miller's Elements of Chemistry, Theoretical and Practical. 3 vols. 8vo. Part I.

Chemical Physics, 16i. Part II. Inorganic Chemistry, 245. Part III. Organic
Chemistry, price 31^. Sd.

Mitchell's Manual of Practical Assaying. Svo. 31*. Gd.

Noble's Hours with a Three-inch Telescope. Crown Svo. ix. fid.

Northcott's Lathes and Turning. Svo. 18.s.

Owen's Comparative Anatomy and Physiology of the Vertebrate Animals.
3 vols. Svo. 73.'. 6rf.

Piesse's Art of Perfumery. Square crown Svo. 21«.

Richardson's The Health of Nations ; Works and Life of Edwin Chadwick, C.B.

2 vols. Svo. 28.<!.

— The Commonhealth ;
a Series of Essays. Crown Svo. 6s.

Schellen's Spe'ctrum Analysis. Svo. 31*. 6rf.

Sennett's Treiitise on the Marine Steam Engine. Svo. 21j.

Smith's Air and Rain. Svo. 24*.

Stoney's The Theory of the Stresses on Girders, &c. Royal Svo. 36*.

Tilden's Practical Chemistry. Fcp. Svo. 1*. 6d.

Tyndall's Faraday as a Discoverer. Crown Svo. 3*. 6d.

Floating Matter of the Air. Crown Svo. 7*. 6rf.

— Fragments of Science. 2 vols, post Svo. 16*.

— Heat a Mode of Motion. Crown Svo. 12*.

— Lectures on Light delivered in America. Crown Svo. 6*.

— Lessons on Electricity. Crown Svo. 2*. 6rf.

— Notes on Electrical Phenomena. Crown Svo. 1*. sewed, 1*. Gd. cloth.

Notes of Lectures on Light. Crown 8vo. 1*. sewed, 1*. Gd. cloth.

— Sound, with Frontispiece and 203 Woodcuts. Crown Svo. 10*. Gd,

Watts's Bictionary of Chemistry. 9 vols, medium Svo. £16. 2». Gd.

Wilson's Manual of Health-Science. Crown Svo. 2*. Gd,

THEOLOGICAL AND RELIGIOUS WORKS.
Arnold's (Rev. Dr. Thomas) Sermons. 6 vols, crown Svo. 5*. each.

Boultbee's Commentary on the 39 Articles. Crown Svo. 6*.

Browne's (Bishop) E.'cposition of the 39 Articles. Svo. 16*.

BuUinger's Critical Lexicon and Concordance to the English and Greek New
Testament. Royal Svo. lf>*.

Colenso on the Pentateuch and Book of Joshua. Crown Svo. 6*.

Conder's Handbook of the Bible. Post Svo. 7*. Gd.
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General Lists of Works.

Conybeare & Howson's Life and Letters of St. Paul :—

Library Edition, with Maps, Plates, and Woodcuts. 2 vols, square crown
8vo. 21.».

Student's Edition, revised and condensed, with 46 Illustrations and Haps.
1 vol. crown 8vo. Is. Sd.

Cox's (Homersham) The First Century of Christianity. 8vo. 12«.

Davidson's Introduction to the Study of the New Testament. 2 vols. 8vo. 30«.

Edersheim's Life and Times of Jesus the Messiah. 2 vols. 8vo. 24*.

— Prophecy and History in relation to the Messiah. 8vo. 12j.

EUicott's (Bishop') Commentary on St. Paul's Epi'stles. 8vo. Corinthians I. 16j.

Galatians, 8j. 6rf. Epheaians, S.i. 6rf. Pastoral EpLstles. \0s. 6d. Philippiana,
Coloasians and Philemon, Ws. 6d. Thessaloniaus, 7s. 6d.

— Lectures on the Life of our Lord. 8vo. 12.«.

Ewald'g Antiquities of Israel, translated by Solly. 8vo. 12.?. Hd.

— History of Tsrapl. translated bv Carpenter & Smith. 8 vols. 8vo. Vols.
1 & 2, 24s. Vols. 3 & 4, 2U. Vol. r,. 18*. Vol. 6, IGs. Vol. 7, 21s.

Vol. 8, 18*.

Hobart's Medical Language of St. Luke. 8vo. 16*.

Hopkins's ChrLst the Consoler. Fcp. 8vo. 2*. 6d.

Jukes's New Man and the Eternal Life. Crown 8vo. 6.?.

— Second Death and the Eestitution of all Things. Crown 8to. 3«. 6i.

— Types of Genesis. Crown 8vo. 7s. Gd.

— The Mystery of the Kinfrdom. Crown 8vo. 3s. 6d.

Lenormant's New Translation of the Book of Genesis. Translated into English.
8vo. lOj. Brf.

Lyra Germanica : Hymns translated by Miss Winkworth. Fop. 8vo. 5s.

Macdonald's (G.) Unspoken Sermons. Two Series, Crown Svo. 3*. 6rf. each.

— The Miracles of our Lord. Crown Svo. 3.?. Brf.

Manning's Temporal Mission of the Holy Ghost. Crown Svo. Ss. 6d.

Martineau's Endeavours after the Christian Life. Crown Svo. 7s. M.
— Hymns of Praise and Prayer. Crown Svo. 4,». Rd. 32mo. 1j. 6(J.

— Sermons, Hours of Thought on Sacred Things. 2 vols. 7s. 6d. each.

Monsell's Spiritual Songs for Sundays and Holidays. Fcp. Svo. 6*. ISmo. 2s,

MUUer's (Max) Origin and Growth of Religion. Crown Svo. 7*. 6d.

— — Science of Religion. Crown Svo. 7s. 6(7.

Newman's Apologia pro Vita Sua. Crown Svo. 6*,

— The Idea of a University Defined and Illustrated. Crown Svo. 7s,

— Historical Sketches. 3 vols, crown Svo. 6j. each.

— Discussions and Arguments on Various Subjects. Crown Svo. 6*.

— An Essay on the Development of Christian Doctrine. Crown Svo. 6s.

— Certain Difficulties Felt by Anglicans m Catholic Teaching Con-
sidered. Vol. 1 , crown Svo. 7*. 6<i. Vol. 2, crown Svo. 6s. 6d.

— The Via Media of the Anglican Church, Illustrated in Lectures, &.c.

2 vols, crown Svo. 6.?. each
— Essays, Critical and HistorlcaL 2 vols, crown Svo. 12s.

— Essays on Biblical and on Ecclesiastical Miracles. Crown Svo. 6s.

— An Essay in Aid of a Grammar of Assent. 7s. M.
Overton's Life in the English Church (16fi0-1714). Svo. 14*.

Supernatural ReUgion. Complete Edition. 3 vols. 8vo. 36*.

Younehusband's The Story of Our Lord told in Simple Language for Children.

Illustrated. Crown 8vo. 2*. 6d. cloth plain ; 3*. 6d. cloth extra, gilt edges.
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10 (General Lists of Works.

TRAVELS, ADVENTURES, &c.
Baker's Eight Tears in Ceylon. Crown 8vo. 5*.

— Rifle and Hound in Ceylon. Crown 8vo. 5s.

Brassey's Sunshine and Storm in the East. Librai-y Edition, 8to. 2U. Cabinet
Bdition, crown 8vo. 7s. 6d. Popular Edition, 4to. 6d.

— Voyage in the ' Suul)eam.' Library Edition, 8to. 21 j. Cabinet Edition,
crown 8vo. 7s. fid. School Edition, fop. 8vo. 2s. Popular Edition,
4to. 6i.— In the Trades, the Tropics, and the '

Roaring Forties.' Library Edition,
8vo.21,t. Cabinet Edition, crown 8vo. 17i. 6d. Popular Edition,
4to. 6d.

Fronde's Oceana
; or, England and her Colonies. Crown 8vo. 2s. boards

; 2s. 6d.
cloth.

Howitt's Visits to Remarkable Places. Crown 8vo. 7s. 6<i.

Riley's Athos ; or. The Mountain of the Monks. 8vo. 21*.

Three in Norway. By Two of Them. Illustrated. Crown 8vo. 2s. boards;
2*. 6(Z. cloth.

WORKS OF FICTION.
Beaconsfield's (The Earl of) Novels and Tales. Hughenden Edition, with S

Portraits on Steel and 11 Vignettes on Wood. 11 vols, crown 8vo. £2. 2«.

Cheap Edition, 11 vols, crown 8vo. Is. each, boards ; Is. Bd. each, cloth.

Lothair. Contarini Fleming.
Alroy, Ixiou, iic.

The Young Dnke, &ic.

Vivian Grey.
Endymion.

Sybil.

Coningsby.
Tancred.
Venetia.
Henrietta Temple.

Braboume's (Lord) FriendB and Foes from Fairyland. Grown 8vo. 6s.

Caddy's (Mrs.) Through the Fields with Linneeus : a Chapter in Swedish History.
2 vols, crown 8vo. 16s.

Gilkes' Boys aud Masters. Crown 8vo. 3s. Gd.

Haggard's (H. Rider) She : a History of Adventure. Crown 8vo. 6s.

— — Allan Quatermain. Illustrated. Crown 8vo. 6s.

Harte (Bret) On the Frontier. Three Stories. 16mo. Is.

— — By Shore and Sedge. Tliree Stories. 16mo. is.

— — In the Carqninez Woods. Crown 8vo. Is. boards ; Is. 6d. cloth.

Lyall's (Edna) The Autobiography of a Slander. Fcp. Is. sewed.

Melville's (WTiyte) Novels. 8 vols. fcp. 8vo. Is. each, boards ; Is. 6d. eaoU, cloth .

Digby Grand. Good for Nothing.
Holmby House.
The Interpreter.
The Queen's Maries.

Crown 8vo. 2s. Cd.

General Bounce.
Kate Coventry.
The Gladiatoi-s.

Molesworth's (Mrs.) Marrying and Giving in Mari-iage.

Novels by the Author of ' The Atelier du Lys
'

:

The Atelier du Lys ; or. An Art Student in the Reign of Terror. Crown
8vo. 2s. 6d.

Mademoiselle Mori : a Tale of Modern Rome. Crown 8vo. 2s. 6d.

In the Olden Time : a Tale of the Peasant War in Germany. Crowu 8vo.2s. 6d.

Hester's Venture. Crown 8vo. 2s. 6d.

Ollphant'B (Mrs.) Madam. Crowu 8vo. Is. boards
;

Is. 6d. cloth.

— — In Trust : the Story of a Lady aud her Lover. Crown 8vo,
Is. boards

;
Is. 6d. cloth.
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General Lists of Works. ll

Payn'a (James) The Luck of theDarrelLs. Crown 8vo. Is. boiirds ; 1j. 6rf. clotli.— — Thicker than Water. Crown 8to. 1«. boards ; Is. 6d. cloth.

Reader's Fairy Prince FoUow-my-Lead. Crown 8vo. 2s. Gd.

— The Ghost of Brankiushaw ; and other Tales. Fcp. 8yo. '2s. 6J.

Sewell's (Miss) Stories and Tales. Crown 8vo. Is. each, boards; Is. 6d. cloth ;

2s. 6d. cloth extra, gilt edges.

Amy Herbert. Cleve Hall.
The Earl's Daughter.
Experience of Life,

Gertrude. Ivors.

A Glimpse of the World.
Katharine Ashton.
Lanetou Parsonage.
Margaret Percival. Ursula.

King Saul. Fcp. 8vo. 5s.

King David. Fcp. 8vo. 6.«.

King Solomon . Fcp. 8vo. 6s.

Stories of Wicklow. Fcp. 8vo. 9*.

Stevenson's (R.L.) The Dynamiter. Pep. 8vo. Is. sewed ; U. 6d. cloth.

— — Strange Case of Dr. Jekyll and Mr. Hyde. Fcp. 8vo. 1j.

sewed ; Is. 6d. cloth.

Sturgls' Thraldom : a Story. Crown 8vo. 6^.

Trollope's (Anthony) Novels. Fcp. 8vo. Is. each, boards ; Is. 6d. cloth.

The Warden
|

Barchester Towers.

POETRY AND THE DRAMA.
Armstrong's (Ed. J.) Poetical Works. Pep. 8vo. 6.«.

— (G. P.) Poetical Works :—

Poems, Lyrical and Dramatic. Fcp.
8vo. 6s.

TJgone : a Tragedy. Fcp. 8vo. 6s.

A Garland from Greece. Fcp. 8vo.9s.

Bowen's Harrow Songs and other Verses. Fcp. 8vo. 2.i. 6d.
;
or printed on

haud-made paper, 5s.

Bowdler's Family Shakespeare. Medium 8vo. 14s. 6 vols. fcp. 8vo. 21s.

Dante's Divine Comedy, translated by James Inues Mincliin. Crown 8vo. 16s.

Goethe's Paust, translated by Birds. Large crown 8vo. Vis. Hd.

— — translated by Webb. 8vo. 12s. 6d.

— — edited by Selss. Crown 8vo. 6s.

Ingelow's Poems. Vols. 1 and 2, fcp. 8vo. 12«.

— Lyrical and other Poems. Fcp. 8vo. 2s. Sd. cloth, plain ; 3s. cloth,

gilt edges.

Macaulay's Lays of Ancient Rome, with Ivry and the Armada. Illastrated by
Weguelin. Crown 8vo. 3s. 6d. gilt edges.

The same, Popular Edition. Illustrated by Scharf. Pop. 4to. 6d. Bwd., Is. cloth.

Nesbit's Lays and Legends. Crown 8vo. 5s.

Reader's Voices from Flowerland, a Birthday Book, 2s. 6d. cloth, 3s. 6d. roan.

Southey's Poetical Works. Medium 8vo. 14s.

Stevenson's A ChUd's Garden of Verses. Fcp. 8vo. 5i.

Virgil's .ffineid, translated by Conington. Crown 8vo. 9s.

— Poems, translated iato English Prose. Crown 8vo. 9s.

AGRICULTURE, HORSES, DOGS AND CATTLE.

Pltzwygram's Horses and Stables. 8vo. 5s.

Lloyd's The Science of Agriculture. 8vo. 12s.

Loudon's Encyclopsedia of Agriculture. 21s.

Steel's Diseases of the Ox, a Manual of Bovine Pathology. 8vo, 16*.
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12 General Lists of Works.

Stonehenge's Dog in Health and Disease. Square crown 8vo. 7«. 6d,— Greyhound. Square crown 8vo. 15s.

Taylor's Agricultural Note Book. Pep. 8vo. 2s. 6d.

Ville on Artificial Manures, by Crookes. Svo. 2\s.

Youatt's Work on the Dog. Svo. 6s.

— — — — Horse. Svo. 7s, 6d.

SPORTS AND PASTIMES.
The Badminton Library of Sports and Pastimes. Edited by the Duke of Beaufort

and A. E. T. Watson. With numerous UlustrationH. Cr. Svo. 10*. 6d. each.
Hunting, by the Duke of Beaufort, &c.
Pishing, by H. Cholmondeloy-Pennell, Sic. 2 vols.

Eacing, by the Earl of Suffolk, iSic.

Shooting, by Lord Walsingham, &c. 2 vols.

Cycling. By Viscount Bury.
*(,* Ot/ier Volumes in preparation.

Campbell-Walker's Correct Card, or How to Play at Wliist. Fcp. Svo. 2*. 6d,

Ford's Theory and Practice of Archery, revised by W. Butt. Svo. 14s.

Francis's Treatise on Pishing in all its Branches. Post Svo. 16i.

Longman's Chess Openings. Fcp. Svo. 2.?. 6d.

Pease's The Cleveland Hounds as a Trencher-Fed Pack. Royal Svo. 18«.

Pole's Theory of the Modern Scientific Game of Whist. Fcp. Svo. 2j. 6d.

Proctor's How to Play Whist. Crown Svo. f)s.

Ronalds's Fly-Fisher's Entomology. Svo. 14*.

Verney'R Chess Eccentricities. Crown Svo. 10.?. C,d.

Wilcocks's Sea-Fisherman. Post Svo. Ss.

ENCYCLOP/EDIAS,

Svo. 42j.

Svo. 63*.

DICTIONARIES, AND BOOKS OF
REFERENCE.

Acton's Modern Cookery for Private Families. Fcp. Svo. 4s. ed.

Ayre's Treasury of Bible Knowledge. Fcp. Svo. G*.

Brande's Dictionary of Science, Literature, and Art. 3 vols, metlium Svo. 63j,

Cabinet Lawyer (The), a Popular Digest of the Laws of England. Pop. Svo. 9s.

Cates's Dictionary of General Biography. Medium Svo. 2Ss.

Gwllt's Encyclopjedla of Ai-chitecture. Svo, 624', Gd.

Keith Johnston's Dictionary of Geography, or General Gazetteer.

M'CuUoch's Dictionary of Commerce and Commercial Navigation.

Maunder's Biographical Treasury. Fcp. Svo. 6*.

Historical Treasury. Fcp. Svo. 6s.

— Scientific and Literary Treasury. Fcp. Svo. Gs.

Treasury of Bible Knowledge, edited by Ayre. Fop. Svo. 6s.

— Treasury of Botany, edited by Lindley & Moore. Two Parts, 12j,

— Treasury of Geography. Fcp. Svo. 6s.

— Treasury of Knowledge and Library of Reference. Fop. Svo. 6j.

— Treasui-y of Natural History. Fcp Svo. 6s.

Qnain's Dictionary of Medicine. Medium Svo. 31j. 6d., or in 2 vols. 24».

Beeve'g Cookery and Housekeeping. Crown Svo. 7s. 6d.

Rich's Dictionary of Roman and Greek Antiquities. Crown Svo. 7s. 6d,

Roget's Thesaurus of English Words and Phrases. Crown Svo. IOj. 6d.

WlUich's Popular Tables, by Marriott. Crown Svo. 10*. 6d.,
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A SELECTION
OF

EDUCATIONAL WOEKS.
TEXT BOOKS OF SCIENCE

FULLY ILLOSTRATED.

Abne/B Treatise on Photography. Fop. 8vo. Zs. Bd.

Anderson's Strength of Materials. 3s. Qd.

Armstrong's Organic Chemistry. Zs. 6i.

Ball's Elements of Astronomy. 6s.

Barry's Eailway Appliances. 3.J. 6rf.

Bauennan's Systematic Mineralogy. 6s.

— Descriptive Mineralogy. 6s.

Bloxam and Huntington's Metals. 6*.

Glazebrook's Physical Optics. 6s.

Glazebrook and Shaw's Practical Physics. 6s.

Gore's Art of Electro-Metallui-gy. 6*.

Griifin's Algebra and Trigonometry. Zs. 6d. Notes and Solutions, Zs. 6d.

Holmes's The Steam Engine. 6.s-.

Jenkin's Electricity and Magnetism. 3s. 6d.

Maxwell's Theory of Heat. Zs. 6d.

Merrlfield's Technical Arithmetic and Mensuration. Zs. 6d. Key, 3t. 6d.

Miller's Inorganic Chemistry. 3s. 6d,

Preece and Sivewright's Telegraphy. 5s.

Rutley's Study of Rocks, a Text-Book of Petrology, is. 6d,

Shelley's Workshop Appliances, is. 6d.

Thom6's Structural and Physiological Botany. 6s.

Thorpe's Quantitative Chemical Analysis. 4s. 6d.

Thorpe and Muir's Qualitative Analysis. 3s. 6d.

Tilden's Chemical Philosophy. 3^. 6d. With Answers to Problems. 4j. id.

Unwin's Elements of Machine Design. 6s.

Watson's Plane and Solid Geometry. 3s. 6d,

THE GREEK LANGUAGE.
Bloomfield's College and School Greek Testament. Fcp. 8vo. 5*.

Bolland & Lang's Politics of Aristotle. Post 8vo. 7s. 6d.

CoUis's Chief Tenses of the Greek Irregular Verbs. 8vo. Is.

— Pontes Greeci, Stepping-Stone to Greek Grammar. 12mo. 3s. 6d.

— Praxis Qrasca, Etymology. 12mo. 2s. 6d.

— Greek Verse-Book, Praxis lambioa. 12mo. is. 6d.

Farrar's Brief Greek Syntax and Accidence. 12mo. 4s. 6rf.

— Greek Grammar Rules for Harrow School. 12mo. Is. 6rf,

Geare's Notes on Thucydides. Book I. Fcp. 8vo. 2s. 6d.

Hewitt's Greek Examination-Papers. 12mo. Is. 6d.

Isbister's Xenophon's Anabasis, Books I. to III. with Note». 12mo. 34. 6d.

Jerram's Graec6 Reddenda. Crown 8vo. Is. 6d.
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i

Kennedy's Greek Grammar. 12mo. 4*. Gd.

Liddell & Seott's English-Greek Lexicon. 4to. 36«. ; Square 12mo. 7*. 6d.

Mahaffy's Classical Greek Literature. Crown 8vo. Poeti, 7s. 6d. Prose Writers,
7s. ed.

Morris's Greek Lessons. Square 18mo, Part I. 2.s-. 6rf. ; Part II. Is.

Parry's Elementary Greek Grammar. 12mo. 3s. &d.

Plato's Eepublic, Book I. Greek Text, Engllsli Notes by Hardy. Crown 8to. Ss.

Sheppard and Evans's Notes on Thucydides. Crown 8vo. 7s. 6d.

Thucydides, Book IV. with Notes by Barton and Chavasse. Crown 8vo. Ss.

Valpy's Greek Delectus, improved by White, 12mo. 2s. 6d. Key, 2s. 6d,

WUte's Xenophon's Expedition of Cyrus, with English Notes. 12mo. 7s. 6d,

Wilkins's Manual of Greek Prose Composition. Crown 8vo. 5s. Key, 5s.

— Exercases in Greek Prose Composition. Crown 8vo. 4s. 6d. Key, 2s. 6d.

— New Greek Delectus. Crown 8vo. 3s. Gd. Key, 2^. 6d.

— Progressive Greek Delectus. 12mo. is. Key, 2s. 6d.
— Progressive Greek Anthology. 12mo. 5s.

— Scriptores Attici, Excerpts with English Notes. Crown 8to. ll. M.
— Speeches from Thucydides translated. Post 8vo. 6*.

Yonge'B BngUsh-Greek Lexicon, 4to. 21*. ; Square 12mo. 8*. 6d,

THE LATIN LANGUAGE.

Bradley's Latin Prose Exercises. 12mo. 3s. 6d. Key, bs,

— Continuous Lessons in Latin Prose. 12mo. 5s. Key, 6s. 8d,

— Cornelius Nepos, improved by White. 12mo. 3*. 6d.

— Butropius, improved by White. 12mo. 2s. Sd.

— Ovid's Metamorphoses, improved by White. 12mo. 4j. 6d.

— Select Fables of Phsedrus, improved by White. 12mo. 2s. 6d.

Collis's Chief Tenses of Latin Irregular Verbs. 8vo. Is,

— Pontes Latini, Stepping-Stone to Latin Grammar. 12mo. 3». Sd.

Hewitt's Latin Examination-Papers. 12mo. Is. 6rf.

Isbister's C®sar, Books I.-VII. 12mo. 4s. ; or with Reading Lessons, 4*. 6d,

— Ceesar's Commentaries, Books I.-V. 12mo. 3*. Sd.

— First Book of C«esar's Gallic War. 12mo. 1«. 6d.

Jerram's Latin6 Reddenda. Crown 8vo. 1*. Sd.

Kennedy's Child's Latin Primer, or First Latin Lessons. 12mo. 3»,

— Child's Latin Accidence. 12mo. Is.

— Elementary Latin Grammar. 12mo. 3s. 6d.

— Elementary Latin Reading Book, or Tirocinium Latinum. 12mo. 2s.

— Latin Prose, Palaestra Stili Latini. 12mo. 6*.

— Latin Vocabulary. 12mo. 2s. 6d.

— Subsidia Primaria, Exercise Books to the Public School Latin Primer.

I. Aocidenoe and Simple Construction, 2s. 6d. II. Syntax, 3s. Sd.

— Key to the Exercises In Subsidia Primaria, Parts I. and;il. price 6s.

— Subsidia Primaria, III. the Latin Compound Sentence, 12mo. U.
— Cnrricnlum Stili Latini. 12mo. is. 6rf. Key, 7s. 6d.

— Palaestra Latina, or Second Latin Beading Book. 12mo. («.
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A Selection of Educational Works. 15

Millington's Latin Prose Composition. Crown 8vo. 3*. 6rf.

— Selections from Latin Prose. Crown 8vo. 2s. Gd.

Moody's Eton Latin Grammar. 12mo. 2«. Gd. The Accidence separately, U.
Morris's Elementa Latina. Fcp. 8vo. Is. 6d. Key, 2s. Sd.

Parry's Origines Romanse, from Livy, with English Note*. Crown 8to. is.

The Public School Latin Primer. 12mo. 2^!. 6rf.

— — — — Grammar, by Rev. Dr. Kennedy. Post 8vo. 7s. 6rf.

Prendergast's Mastery Series, Manual of Latin. 12mo. 2s. 6d.

Rapier's Introduction to Composition of Latin Verse. 12mo. Ss. Gd. Key, 2s. M-,

Sheppard and Turner's Aids to Classical Study. 12mo. 5s. Key, 6;!.

Valpy's Latin Delectus, improved by White. 12mo. 2*. Gd. Key, 3s. Gd.

Virgil's .Sneid, translated into English Verse by Conington. Crown 8vo. 9*.

— Works, edited by Kennedy. Crown 8vo. lOs. 6d.

— — translated into English Prose by Conington. Crown 8vo. 9*.

Walford's Progressive Exercises in Latin Elegiac Verse. 12mo. 2s. Gd. Key, 6*.

White and Riddle's Large Latin-English Dictionary. 1 vol. 4to. 21s.

White's Concise Latin-Eng. Dictionary for University Students. Royal 8vo. 12s.

— Junior Students' Eng.-Lat. & Lat.-Eng. Dictionary. Square 12mo. 6s.

lor^ovot^w / "^^ Latin-Enghsh Dictionary, price 3s,
separately

| ,j,^^^ English-Latin Dictionary,

Yonge's Latin Gradus.
price 3s.

Post 8vo. 9«.
;
or with Appendix, 12s.

WHITE'S GRAMMAR-SCHOOL GREEK TEXTS.

Mscp (Fables) & Palasphatus (Myths).
32mo. Is.

Euripides, Hecuba. 2s.

Homer, Iliad, Book I. Is.— Odyssey, Book I. Is.

Lucian, Select Dialogues. Is.

Xenophon, Anabasis, Books I. III. IV.
V. & VI. Is. Gd. each

;
Book II. Is. ;

Book VII. 2s.

Xenophon, Book I. without Vocabu-
lary. 3<i.

St. Matthew's and St. Luke's (Jospele.
2s. Gd. each.

St. Mark's and St. John's Oospels.
Is. 6d. each.

The Acts of the Apostles. 2s. Gd.

St. Paul's Epistle to the Romans. Is. 6rf .

The Four Gospels in G-reek, with Greek-English Lexicon. Edited by John T.
White, D.D. Oxon. Square 32mo. price 5s.

WHITE'S GRAMMAR-SCHOOL LATIN TEXTS.

Cffisar, Gallic War, Books I. & II. V.
& VI. Is. each. Book I. without

Vocabulary, 3d.

Caesar, Gallic War, Books HI. & IV.
9d. each.

CsBsar, Gallic War, Book VII. Is. Gd.

Cicero, Cato Major (Old Age). Is. Gd.

Cicero, Lfelius (Friendship). Is. Gd.

Eutropius, Roman Historv, Books I.

& n. Is. Books III. & IV. Is.

Horace,Odes,Books I. II.& IV. Is. each.

Horace, Odes, Book III. Is. 6<i.

Horace, Epodes and Carmen Seculare,

Is.

Nepos, MUtiades, Simon, Pausaniai,
Aristides. 9<f.

Ovid. Selections from Epistles and
Fasti. Is.

Ovid, Select Myths from Metamor-
phoses. 9d.

Phsedrus, Select Easy Fables,

Phaedms, Fables, Books I. & II. Is.

Sallust, Bellum Catilinarium. Is. 6d,

Virgil, Georgics, Book IV. Is.

Virgil, .Stoeid, Books I. to VI. Is. each.
Book I. without Vocabulary, M.

VlrgU, ^neid, Books VII. VIII. X.
XI. Xn. Is. Gd. each.
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16 A Selection of Educational Works.

THE FRENCH LANGUAGE.
Albit^s's How to Speak French. Tcp. 8vo. 6*. 6d.

— lustautaneous French Exercises. Fop. 2s. Key, 2».

Caasal's French Genders. Crown 8vo. 3*. 6d.

Oasbal & Karcher's Graduated French Translation Book. Part I. 3s. 6d.

Part II. bs. Key to Part I. by Professor Oassal, price 5s.

Contanseau's Practical French and English Dictionary. Post 8vo. 3s. 6d.
— Pocket French and English Dictionary. Square 18mo. Is. Sd.

— PremiSres Lectures. 12mo. 2«. 6d.

— First Step in French. 12mo. 2s. Sd. Key, 3*.

— French Accidence. 12mo. 2s. 6d.

— — Grammar. 12mo. is. Key, Ss.

Contanseau's Middle-Glass French Course. Fcp. 8vo. :
—

French Translation-Book, 8d.

Easy French Delectus, Sd.
First French Reader, Sd.
Second French Header, Sd.
French and English Dialogues, Sd.

Accidence, Sd.

Syntax, Sd.

French Conversation-Book, Sd.

First French Exerciae-Book, Sd.

Second French Exeroise-Book, Sd.

Contanseau's Guide to French Translation. 12mo. 3s. Sd. Key 3s. Sd.

— Prosateurs et Pofetes Fran9ais. 12mo. 5s.

— Precis de la Litt6rature Fraugaise. 12mo. 3s. 6d.

— Abreg6 de I'HistoLre de France. 12mo. 2*. Sd.

F6val'8 Chouans et Bleus, with Notes by C. Sankey, M.A. Fop. 8vo. 2s. Sd.

Jerram's Sentences for Translation into French. Cr. 8vo. Is. Key, 2t. Sd.

Prendergast's Mastery Series, French. 12mo. 2s. Sd.

Souvestre's Philosophe sous les Toits, by Sti6venai-d. Square 18mo. 1*. Sd,

Stepping-Stone to French Pronunciation. ISmo. Is.

Stifevenard's Lectures Fran<;aises from Modem Authors. 12mo. is. Sd.

— Rules and Exercises on the French Language. 12mo. 3s. 6d.

Tarver'8 Eton French Grammar. 12mo. Ss. Sd.

THE GERMAN LANGUAGE.
Blackley's Practical German and English Dictionary. Post 8to. 3«. Sd.

Bnchheim'g German Poetry, for Repetition. ISmo. 1/. Sd,

Collis's Card of German Irregular Verbs. 8vo. 2t.

Fischer-Fischart's Elementary German Grammar. Fcp. 8vo. 2s. Sd.

Just's Grerman Grammar. 12mo. Is. Sd,

— German Reading Book. 12mo. 3.*. Sd,

Longman's Pocket German and English Dictionary. Square 18mo. 2s. Sd,

Naftel's Elementary German Course for Public Schools. Fcp. 8vo.

German Accidence. 9d.

German Syntax. Sd.

First German Exercise-Book. 9d.

Second German Exeroise-Book. Od,

Prendergast's Mastery Series, German. 12mo. 2s. Sd.

Quick's Essentials of German. Crown 8vo. 3s. Sd.

Selss's School Edition of Goethe's Faust. Crown 8vo. 6t.

— Outline of German Literature. Crown 8vo. is. Sd,

Wlrth'B German Chit-Chat. Crown 8vo. 2s. Sd.

(.rerman Prose Composition Book. fld.

First German Reader. 9d,

iSecoud German Reader. 9d,
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